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INFORMATION AND CORRESPONDENCE 


(1) Official Patent Office Mailing Address 
Remains Washington, D.C. 


The official mailing address for all communications sent to 
the Patent Office remains: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Any telegrams sent to the Patent Office must also bear the 
above identical address. 

The physical location of the Patent Office is 2021 Jefferson 
Davis Highway, Arlington, Virginia. This address must not be 
used when addressing mail to the Patent Office. 

No reference to Crystal Plaza, Virginia, should be made in 
the address of any communication intended for delivery to the 
Patent Office by the Post Office Department or Western Union. 

Compliance with this instruction will help prevent any un- 
necessary delay of mail, telegrams, etc. 


C. A. KALK, 
Feb. 20, 1969. Director of Administration. 
(Office name change per Public Law 93-596, Jan. 2, 1975) 


[860 O.G. 662] 


(2) Group Number on all Communications Going 
to the Examining Groups 


Applicants and their attorneys or agents are reminded that 
the Group number should be typed on amendments and other 
communications relating to matters handled in the examining 
groups in order to expedite the processing of mail. The number 
of the Group should be placed on right-hand side, opposite the 
serial number or name of the applicant. 

This reminder does not apply to notices and reasons of appeal 
to the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 


These communications should be sent to the Solicitor at the 
address below: 


Solicitor 

Box 8 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Attention to these details will improve the efficiency and 
reduce the time necessary to process incoming mail. 
Nov. 23, 1983. THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


[1037 OG 25] 


(3) Mailing of Papers to the PTO in 
Patent Interference Proceedings 

Effective immediately, attorneys and agents are requested 

to address all papers mailed to the Patent and Trademark Office 

in connection with an interference proceeding, and any patent 

or applicationinvolved in an interference proceeding, as follows: 


BOX INTERFERENCE 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Use of this address will considerably assist the Board in its 
administration of patent interference proceedings. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Deputy Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks. 


Nov. 28, 1983. 


[1037 OG 25) 


(4) Establishment of a Special Box for 
Expedited Processing of Issue Fees 


Effective immediately, the Patent and Trademark Office has 
established a special box designator for issue fees to allow 
expedited processing of the Issue Fee Transmittal (PTOL Form 
85), and the order for advance copies. 

In order to take advantage of this new service, the envelope 
should be addressed: 


Box Issue Fees 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Only the Issue Fee Transmittal (PTOL Form 85), advance 
copy orders and the fees associated with these two services are 
to be placed in the envelope. Including documents other than 
those specified will delay their reaching the area for which they 
were intended. 


PLEASE USE THE NEW ISSUE FEE BOX. 
THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 


Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Mar. 4, 1988 
[1088 OG 41] 


(5) Establishment of Three Special Boxes 
for Expedited Processing 


The Patent and Trademark Office has established three 
additional special boxes to allow expedited processing of non- 
fee amendments to patent applications, petitions for filing date 
and/or serial number information for patent applications, and 
issue fees. 

In order to take advantage of these new expedited services, 
the envelope must be addressed: 
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For non-fee amendments to patent applications: 
Box Non-Fee Amendments (Pats) 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washingtor. D.C. 20231 


For petitions under 37 CFR 1.182 and associated fees for 
obtaining filing date and/or serial number information for patent 
applications prior to receipt of the official “Filing Receipt”. 
“Notice to File Missing Parts”, or “Notice of Incomplete Appli- 
cation”. 


Box SN 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


For Issue Fee Transmittals (PTOL Form 85) and associated 
fees and corrected drawings: 


Box Issue Fees 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Only those documents specified for the special box are to 
be placed in the envelope addressed to that special box. Placing 
extraneous documents in an envelope marked for cny special 
box will significantly delay their reaching the area for which 
they were intended. 


THERESA A.BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Mar. 22, 1988. 
[1089 OG 45] 


(6) Changes in How Papers May be Filed 
in the Patent and Trademark Office 


Beginning April 21, 1992, an improved service will be offered 
to people who wish to file papers directly with the Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO) by extending the hours of operation for 
the Attorneys’ Window located in Room | B03 of Crystal Plaza 
Building 2, Arlington, Virginia. The current hours of operation 
are from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays within the District of Columbia. The change 
will extend the hours of operation until 12:00 midnight on 
Monday through Friday, except holidays, on a trial basis. If, after 
six months, usage does not warrant retaining operations until 
midnight, the hours of operation will be reduced. 

This change will provide walk-up, personalized service to 
firms and individuals who are filing documents with the PTO. 
The PTO will continue to stamp postcard-type receipts to ac- 
knowledge the receipt of papers filed at the Attorneys’ Window. 

Also, effective on April 21, 1992, the PTO is discontinuing the 
use of drop boxes in the lobby of Crystal Plaza Building 3, 
Arlington, Virginia, and at the main entrance of the Department 
of Commerce Building, Washington, D.C. (37 CFR 1.6(c)) as 
means for receiving papers. 

These changes will provide improved services with respect to 
receipt and processing of documents while, at the same time, 
overcoming problems with the present arrangement. 

Problems encountered with the present arrangement for the 
drop boxes have occasionally made it difficult to determine the 
dates of actual deposit of papers. For example, there have been 
many incidents of papers being found outside of the drop boxes 
(e.g., on the floor of the main lobby of the Department of 
Commerce Building, on the guard’s desk, on a nearby table, 
etc.). On occasion, the PTO and/or filers have been denied access 
to the drop box at the Department of Commerce by buiiding 
security guards due to a special event taking place in the lobby. 

Provisions ar2 also available for filing papers through the use 
of the certificate of mailing (37 CFR 1.8) and the Express Mail 
(37 CFR 1.10) procedures. 
March 17, 1992 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 

of Patents and Trademarks 


{1137 OG 7] 
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(7) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1, 2, and 10 
[Docket No. 921061-2261] 
[RIN 0651-AA50] 


Electronic Filing of Patent and Trademark Applications 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office Commerce 

Action: Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

Summary: This advance notice of proposed rulemaking is to 
inform the public that the Patent and Trademark office (PTO) is 
considering amending its rules of practice: (1) to allow for 
electronic filing of patent applications and trademark applica- 
tions; and (2) to require applications filed in paper form to follow 
a prescribed order and format. 

The PTO anticipates that permitting electronic filing of 
applications will improve the accuracy of the information 
relied upon in the examination of patent and trademark 
applications, eliminate delays caused by mailing and data 
entry, and, as a first step toward a fully-automated pro- 
cessing system, ultimately provide considerable cost 
savings. The cost savings realized could be used to help 
reduce the need for future fee adjustments and/or fund 
improvements in the delivery of services. Requiring app- 
lications filed on paper to follow a prescribed order and format 
will enable the PTO to convert these applications to electronic 
format. 

The purposes of this notice are to: (1) invite interested parties 
to participate in pilot programs involving electronic filing of 
patent and trademark applications; and (2) encourage comments 
on this topic, in the form of responses to the questions posed in 
this notice, from industry, the patent and trademark bars, and 
members of the public 
Dates: Comments should be received on or before Feb. 28, 1993. 
Addresses: Written comments should be addressed, if sent 
by mail, to the attention of Edward R. Kazenske, 
Executive Assistant to the Commissioner and Director of 
Interdisciplinary Programs, c/o Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. If delivered by hand, 
comments should be brought to the Office of the Executive 
Assistant to the Commissioner and Director of Interdisciplinary 
Programs, Room 906, Crystal Park 2, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, Va. 

For Further Information Contact: Edward R. Kazenske, Execu- 
tive Assistant to the Commissioner and Director of Interdiscipli- 
nary Programs, (703) 305-8600. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
1. Pilot Programs 


Currently, the PTO accepts patent and trademark applications 
delivered by mail or in person. These applications are in paper 
form or, in the case of patent applications for nucleotide se- 
quences, a combination of computer-readable (see 37 CFR 
1.821-1.825) and paper form. 

The PTO is initiating a pilot program that would permit 
electronic filing of patent and trademark applications, using 
software now under consideration by the PTO. Initially, it is 
anticipated that participants in the pilot program would be 
required to use the PTO software to create a diskette, which 
would then be mailed to the PTO along with the paper application 
generated by the diskette. The diskette would serve the limited 
function of eliminating the initial data entry of applications into 
the PTO databases. 

As part of a second pilot program, a separate group of partici- 
pants is being solicited to file paper applications following a 
prescribed order and format. The paper applications would then 
be scanned and converted to electronic format. Data collected 
from the pilot programs will be evaluated to determine whether 
requiring submission of a paper application in a certain order and 
format facilitates data entry; whether any modifications to the 
electronic filing software are required; and more fundamentally, 
whether electronic filing is a feasible, cost-effective alternative 
to filing in paper form. 


2. Paper Applications 


The PTO contemplates that paper applications will be re- 
quired to follow the order and format of the data elements (e.g., 





January 4, 1994 


inventor, foreign priority information, in the case of a patent 
application; applicant, mark, in the case of a trademark applica- 
tion) entered in the electronic filing system. This would enable 
the PTO to scan and convert paper applications to electronic 
applications upon receipt at the PTO. Once the paper application 
is converted into electronic form, processing of the application 
will be done in a purely electronic format. The electronic form of 
the application would become the official file. 


3. Electronic Filing 


The PTO contemplates that applicants filing by electronic 
means would be required to use an “Authoring Program” devel- 
oped by the PTO, which will be available to facilitate the 
preparation of an electronic submission and record the submis- 
sion on electronic media. This “Authoring Program” will include 
a validation feature so that applicants, themselves, can test 
whether an electronic submission complies with all require- 
ments. 

The “Authoring Program” software under consideration by 
the PTO will be designed to be compatible with computers 
capable of creating files of standard ASCII (American Standard 
Code for Information interchange) text within one or more of the 
major operating systems environments (e.g., DOS, Windows®, 
Unix®, and Apple MacIntosh®). 

The format for text in patent applications will specify a set of 
mandatory data elements, similar to those required under the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty. The format for text in trademark 
applications will specify a set of mandatory data elements, 
similar to those required of a “written application” under 15 
U.S.C. 1051. In both the patent and trademark software, specific 
formats will be required for non-textual elements, such as draw- 
ings, formulas, tables and specimens. These non-textual ele- 
ments would be submitted in separate computer files called 
“Presentations,” similar to the presentation of nucleotide se- 
quence information in accordance with 37 CFR 1.821-1.825. 

The PTO also contemplates that certain individuals be desig- 
nated by the agency as qualified “electronic application trans- 
mitters.” Upon application to the PTO, unlimited parties meeting 
specified requirements may be issued Personal Identification 
Numbers to enable them to transmit applications in electronic 
form on behalf of themselves or other individuals. 

In an effort to facilitate public comment to the questions set 
forth below, the following background information is provid- 
ed: 


4. Background Specific to Electronic Patent Applications 
Signature 


Under 35 U.S.C. 111, a patent application must include an 
oath by the applicant. 35 U.S.C. 25 permits a declaration in lieu 
of oath. The applicant’s signed oath or declaration is not required 
for receipt of a filing date, but may be submitted, upon payment 
of a surcharge, within a prescribed period. 


Certified Copy of Foreign Patent Application 


Under 35 U.S.C. 119, a U.S. patent application may be based 
on a foreign patent application, thus, potentially, conferring the 
benefit of the earlier foreign patent application’s filing date. A 
certified copy of the foreign patent application is required to be 
filed in the PTO before the patent is granted. 


5. Background Specific to Electronic trademark Applica- 
tions 


Signature 


Under 15 U.S.C. 1051, a trademark application must be 
verified by the applicant. Prior to implementation of the Trade- 
mark Law Revision Act of 1988 (TLRA) on Nov. 16, 1989, the 
PTO permitted verification of the application to be provided at 
any time during the examination process. With implementation 
of the TLRA, the PTO amended its regulations with respect to the 
verification of an application. 37 CFR 2.21, which sets forth the 
minimum requirements for an application to receive a filing date, 
was amended to require that the application be signed by the 
applicant at the time of filing. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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Specimen 


Under 15 U.S.C. 1051, a trademark application based on “use 
in commerce” must include specimens or facsimiles of the mark 
as used. 37 CFR 2.21(a)(5) requires at least one specimen or 
facsimile to be included with the “use” application in order to 
receive a filing date. Applications filed based upon a “bona fide” 
intention to use the mark in commerce, under 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), 
must be supplemented with specimens or facsimiles before the 
registration issues. In order to meet the minimum requirements 
for filing an amendment to allege use or statement of use, one 
specimen or facsimile must be submitted. 37 CFR 2.76(e)(2) and 
2.88(e)(2). 


Certification or Certified Copy of Foreign Registration 


Under 15 U.S.C. 1126(e), “an application [based on a foreign 
registration] shall be accompanied by a certification or a certi- 
fied copy of the registration of the country of origin of the 
applicant.” 37 CFR 2.21(a)(5) requires the certification or certi- 
fied copy to be included with the application in order to receive 
a filing date. 


6. Comments on the following Questions and Any Other 
Related Matters Are Solicited 


Questions Common io Patent and Trademark Applications 


a. What benefits do you foresee for the applicant if electronic 
filing is adopted? What disadvantages do you foresee? 

b. Should the PTO require paper applications to be filed in a 
specific order and format to facilitate conversion to elec- 
tronic format? What advantages and disadvantages do you 
foresee? 

c. Should the electronic file become the official agency file? 

d. Should electronic filing be expanded to encompass amend- 
ments and other submissions to the PTO? 

e. Should paper or electronic application filings receive a 
filing date only if they meet order and format requirements, 
or should compliance be subject to a surcharge? 

f. Should the PTO accept electronic filing by diskette, on-line, 
or both? 

g. Should applications filed in paper form be converted to 
electronic form by the PTO? Should the PTO charge a fee 
for this service? 

h. If paper applications are converted to electronic form by the 
PTO, should the PTO destroy or retain the paper applica- 
tions? 

i. Should fees be processed electronically? 

j. Should the PTO create a registry of “electronic application 
transmitters” capable of transmitting patent and trademark 
applications for others? If so, what, if any, criteria should 
be established before one could be “registered” as an 
“electronic application transmitter?” 


Questions Related Solely to Patent Issues 


. Should the PTO require the oath or declaration to an 
electronically filed patent application be filed on paper to 
authenticate that applicants believe themselves to be origi- 
nal and first inventors of the subject matter of the electroni- 
cally filed application? 

If not, how should the filing of the oath or declaration be 
accomplished? 
1. How should the filing of certified copies of foreign patent 
applications be accomplished for an electronically filed 
patent application? 


Questions Related Solely to Trademark Issues 


m. Should the PTO require electronically filed applications to 
include a scanned, signed declaration in order to receive a 
filing date? Should the PTO accept declarations in elec- 
tronic form with some type of electronic signature? 

If not, should 37 CFR 2.21 be amended to permit unverified 
applications to be accorded a filing date? if so, within what time 
period musi an unverified application be ratified by the submis- 
sion of a signed declaration? 
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How long should the PTO retain the signed declaration after 
it has been scanned and merged into the electronic file? 

n. Should “use” applications submitted without a specimen be 

given a filing date? 

If so, within what time period after filing must the specimens 
be submitted? 

Should the number of required specimens be reduced? 

How long should the PTO keep the specimens after they are 
scanned and merged into the electronic file? 

o. Should Section 44(e) of the Trademark Act (15 U.S.C 
1126(e)) be amended to permit applicants to submit a 
facsimile of the certification or certified copy of the foreign 
registration? 

Alternatively, should the statute be amended to permit 
Section 44(e) applicants to obtain a filing date absent a certifi 
cation or certified copy of the foreign registration? If so, within 
what time period must a Section 44(e) application be supple- 
mented with a certificate or certified copy of the foreign registra- 
tion? 

How long should the PTO retain the certification or certified 
copy after it has been scanned and merged into the electronic 
application? 


7. Candidates for the Pilot Programs 


Any person interested in participating in one of the 
pilot programs identified above is requested to contact 
Edward R. Kazenske, Executive Assistant to the Com- 
missioner and Director of Interdisciplinary Programs, c/o 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, 
D.C. 20231. if delivered by hand, written statements of interest 
should be brought to Suite 906, Crystal park 2, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, Va. 22202. Telephone: (703) 305-8600. Please 
indicate which pilot program you wish to participate in and 
please be certain to include a telephone number where you may 
be reached. 
Nov. 23, 1992 DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 


[1145 OG 378} 


(8) Identifying Application Correspondence 
With Issue Batch Number 


Applicants or their attorney or agent can facilitate matching 
incoming papers with the corresponding application file by 
indicating the Issue Batch Number on ail papers filed in the 
Office after receiving the Notice of Allowance and before the 
time the Issue Fee Receipt is received. 

The Issue Batch Number is printed on the Notice of Allow- 
ance form in Box 4 in the lower left-hand corner below the 
address. The Issue Batch Number consists of a capital letter 
followed by two digits, for example; “A03,” “D18,” “F42,” 
“J79.” Any lower case letters before the Issue Batch Number 
should be ignored since they are the typist’s initials. Use of the 
Issue Batch Numbers is important since the allowed applications 
are filed by these numbers. 

Any paper filed after receiving the Issue Fee Receipt should 
include the indicated patent number rather than the Issue Batch 
Number. At this time in the processing, the Issue Batch Number 
is no longer useful since the application has been removed from 
the batch at the time the patent number was assigned. 


RICHARD J. SHAKMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


"Jan. 16, 1976. 


(943 O.G. 519} 


(9) Post Card Receipt Reminder 


Applicants and the agents are reminded of the provision in 
Section 717.01(a) (now Section 503) of the Manual of Patent 
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Examining Procedure relating to the use of post cards as “re- 
ceipts” of papers filed in the Patent Office. 

If a receipt for any paper filed in the Patent Office is desired, 
it may be had by enclosing with the paper a self-addressed 
post card identifying the paper. The Patent Office will 
stamp the receipt date on the card and place it in the outgoing 
mail. 

The identifying data on the card should be so complete as 
to match the paper with the application or other document to 
which it is to be associated. For example, the document should 
be identified by the applicant’s name(s), Serial No., filing date, 
appeal number, interference number, etc., and the paper 
should be identified by specifying the type thereof, viz, affi- 
davit, amendment, appeal, application papers, brief, draw- 
ings, fees, motions, supplemental oath or declaration, petition, 
ete. 

When papers for more than one document are filed under 
a single cover a return post card should be attached to the paper 
for each document for which a receipt is desired. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Nov. 21, 1968. Assistant Commissioner. 


[857 O.G. 667] 


(10) Acknowledgement of Receipt of a Patent 


or Trademark Application 


When early notification of the serial number of newly filed 
application papers is desired, a stamped, self-adressed post card 
should be submitted with each application. Immediately after 
the mail has been opened in the Patent and Trademark Office, 
the post card will be stamped with both the receipt date and 
the serial number, and then returned to the addressee. 

Within recent months, hundreds of cards could not be suc- 
cessfully returned because of insufficient postage or incomplete 
or nonexistent forwarding addresses. Accurate and complete 
addresses, including ZIP codes, are necessary to ensure prompt 
acknowledgement of the receipt of patent and trademark ap- 
plications. 

To assist in easy identification once the post card has been 
returned, it is suggested that the post card include applicant’s 
names and title of invention. 

When more than one set of application papers is filed under 
one cover, a return post card should be attached to each set of 
papers for which a receipt is desired. 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


July 19, 1982. 


[1021 O.G. 96] 


(il) Inclusion of Preliminary 


Classification on Filing Receipts 


In response to a request from a patent attorney, we will print 
the preliminary classification assigned to an application on the 
filing receipt. It will show the class only and will be labeled 
“PRELIMINARY CLASS:”. The new field will appear on 
the filing receipt shortly. We will not accept requests to cor- 
rect the filing receipt for errors in or changes to the preliminary 
class. 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Feb. 18, 1987. 


[1076 OG 25] 


(12) Handling of Status Inquiries 

This notice is intended to supplement the discussion set forth 
in the Official Gazette Notice published at 893 Official Gazette 
810 entitled “Status Inquires” (Dec. 21, 1971). 
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It has come to the attention of the Patent and Trademark Office 
(PTO) that its employees may have improperly released con- 
fidential information concerning pending applications. Specifi- 
cally, issue date and patent number information assigned to 
pending applications may have been improperly released. 

No information concerning pending or abandoned patent 
applications (except reissue applications and reexamination 
proceedings) may be given to the public by the PTO without 
the authorization of the applicant or the assignee or attorney 
or agent of record. 35 USC § 122 and 37 CFR § 1.14. Other 
exceptions are specified at 37 CFR § 1.14. 

However, PTO employees will release information on the 
status of patent applications to the applicant or assignee or 
attorney or agent of record if the identity of the requestor can 
be adequately verified as set forth below. 

Telephonic status inquiries should continue to be directed to 
the PTO clerical personnel. The PTO clerical personnel will 
obtain the caller’s full name, the application serial number and 
the caller’s telephone number. The PTO clerical personnel will 
ask the caller if there is an attorney or agent of record. 

If there is an attorney or agent of record, the PTO clerical 
personnel will ask for his/her registration number. If the reg- 
istration number is not known, the PTO clerical personnel will 
ask for the name of the attorney or agent of record. The PTO 
clerical personnel will inform the caller that an attorney or agent 
of record will be called after verification of his/her identity and 
that the requested status information concerning the application 
will be released to that attorney or agent. 

If there is no attorney or agent of record, the PTO clerical 
personnel will ask the caller why he/she is entitled to information 
concerning the application. If the caller identifies himself/herself 
as an applicant or an authorized representative of the assignee 
of record, the PTO clerical personnel will ask for the correspon- 
dence address of record. Then, the PTO clerical personnel will 
inform caller that his/her association with the application must 
be verified before any information concerning the application 
can be released, and that he/she will be called back. If the caller 
indicates that he/she is not an applicant or an authorized rep- 
resentative of the assignee of record, the PTO clerical personnel 
will inform caller that no information concerning that applica- 
tion will be released. 

The PTO clerical personnel will then verify the identity of 
any caller claiming to be associated with the application by 
checking the Patent Application Locating and Monitoring 
(PALM) system or the application file. 

If an attorney or agent is of record in the application, the PTO 
clerical personnel will release the status information concerning 
the application by calling the attorney’s or agent’s telephone 
number obtained from PALM or the application file. 

If the applicant or an authorized representative of the assignee 
of record requests information, and there is no attorney or 
agent of record and the correspondence of record has been 
verified, the PTO clerical personnel will release the status 
information to the caller using the teleophone number given 
by the caller. If the caller’s association with the application 
connot be verified, no information concerning the application 
will be released. However, the caller should be informed 
that the caller's association with the application could not be 
verified. 

In handling an in-person status request, PTO clerical person- 
nel will ask the requester to wait while verifying their identi- 
fication as set forth above. 
May 14, 1990 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 

of Patents and Trademarks 


[1115 O.G. 17] 


(13) Change in Legal Holidays 

The Commissioner’s Notice of Sept. 25, 1979, “Change in 
Legal Holidays,” is hereby rescinded, in view of Public Law 
98-144, enacted Nov. 2, 1983, which amended the listing of 
legal public holidays in 5 USC § 6103. That amendment took 
effect in 1986 and added a new legal holiday relating to the 
birthday of Martin Luther King, Jr. This new holiday is des- 
ignated for the third Mon. in Jan. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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Section 6103, as amended, reads as follows: 


New Year’s Day, Jan. 1. 

Birthday of Martin Luther King, Jr., the third 
Mon. in Jan. 

Washington's Birthday, the third Mon. in Feb. 

Memorial Day, the last Mon. in May. 

Independence Day, July 4. 

Labor Day, the first Mon. in Sept. 

Columbus Day, the second Mon. in Oct. 

Veterans Day, Nov. I}. 

Thanksgiving Day, the fourth Thurs. in Nov. 

Christmas Day, Dec. 25. 


Each of the holidays enumerated will constitute a “Federal 
holiday within the District of Columbia,” as referred to in Section 
21, Title 35, United States Code. In accordance with 37 CFR 
1.6(a) and 1.10(a), the Patent and Trademark Office will not 
receive papers on these holidays. Actions required to be taken 
on such days may be taken on the next succeeding day that the 
Office is open for business in accordance with 37 CFR 1.7. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


July 15, 1986. 


[1069 OG 12) 


(14) Closing of Patent and Trademark Office 


on Monday, Jan. 26, 1987 


In view of the official closing of the Federal and District of 
Columbia government offices in the Washington, D.C. metro- 
politan area, including the Patent and Trademark Office, on Jan. 
26, 1987, the Patent and Trademark Office will consider Jan. 
26, 1987, a “federal holiday within the District of Columbia” 
under 35 U.S.C. § 21. Any action or fee due that day will 
be considered as timely for the purpose of, e.g., 35 U.S.C. §§ 
119, 133 and 151, if the action is taken, or fee paid, on Jan. 
27, 1987. 


DONALD W. PETERSON, 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Jan. 28, 1987. 


[1075 OG 29} 


(15) Closing of Patent and Trademark Office 


on Monday, Feb. 23, 1987 


In view of the official closing of the Federal and District of 
Columbia government offices in the Washington, D.C. metro- 
politan area, including the Patent and Trademark Office, on Feb. 
23, 1987, the Patent and Trademark Office will consider Feb. 
23, 1987, a “federal holiday within the District of Columbia” 
under 35 U.S.C. § 21. Any action or fee due that day will be 
considered as timely for the purposes of, e.g., 35 U.S.C. §§ 
119, 133 and 151, if the action is taken, or fee paid, on Feb. 
24, 1987. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Feb. 27, 1987. 


[1098 OG 548] 


(16) Closing of the Patent and Trademark Office 


on Friday, Jan. 20, 1989 


In view of the fact that Federal and District of Columbia 
government offices in Washington, D.C. metropolitan area, 
including the Patent and Trademark Office were officially closed 
on Jan. 20, 1989, the Patent and Trademark Office will consider 
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Jan. 20, 1989, a “holiday within the District of Columbia” under 

35 U.S.C. § 21. Any action or fee due that day will be considered 

as timely for the purposes of e.g. 35 U.S.C. §§ 119, 133 and 

151, if the action is taken, or fee paid, on Jan. 23, 1989. Papers 

deposited in U.S. Department of Commerce District Offices on 

Jan. 20, 1989, will similarly be considered timely for the pur- 

poses of 35 U.S.C. §§ 119, 133 and 151. 

Jan. 6, 1989 DONALD J. QUIGG, 

Assistant Secretary and 

Commissioner of Patents 

and Trademarks. 


[1098 OG 548] 


(17) Filing of Papers During Unscheduled Closings 
of the Patent and Trademark Office 


When the Patent and Trademark Office is officially closed 
by Executive Order of the President or by the Office of Personnel 
Menagement for an entire day because of some unscheduled 
event, such as adverse weather conditions, the Patent and 
Trademark Office will consider that day as a “federal holiday 
within the District of Columbia” under 35 U.S.C. § 21. Any 
action or fee due that day wili be considered as timely for the 
purposes of, e.g., 35 U.S.C. §§ 119, 133 and 151, if the action 
is taken, or fee paid, on the next succeeding business day on 
which the Patent and Trademark Office is open. 

When the Patent and Trademark Office is open for business 
during any part of a business day between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 
p.m., papers are due on that day even though the Office may 
be officially closed for some period of time during the business 
day because of an unscheduled event. The procedures of 37 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10 may be used, as appropriate, for the filing of papers. 
On any day the Office is open for at least part of the day, papers 
may also be deposited up to midnight in any boxes which are 
provided by the Patent and Trademark Office under 37 CFR 
1.6(c). 

Information regarding whether or not the Office is officially 
closed on any particular day may be obtained by calling (703)- 
557-INFO. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks 


Nov. 18, 1988 


[1097 OG 53] 


(18) Iraqi Sanctions Regulations 


On January 18, 1991, the Department of the Treasury, Office 
of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC), published the Iraqi Sanctions 
Regulations (Regulations) (31 CFR Part 575). 56 Fed. Reg. 
2112. The regulations implement Executive Orders 12722 (Au- 


gust 2, 1990) and 12724(August 9, 1990) relating to certain 
property and transactions in which the Government of Iraq and 
persons in Iraq may have an interest. 

It appears that the provisions of the Executive Orders and 
Regulations prohibit transactions relating to the filing or pros- 
ecution of applications for patents or for registration of trade- 
marks, where an Iraqi interest is involved. The prohibited trans- 
actions, however, may be authorized by a specific license issued 
pursuant to the proceedures described in Section 575.801 of 
Subpart H of the Regulations. 

This notice is intended to alert practitioners and applicants to 
the prohibitions which may apply to matters before the Patent 
and Trademark Office, (PTO) if Iraqi interests are involved. this 
notice is further intended to advise that where such interests or 
potential interests come to the attention of the PTO, an appropri- 
ate specific license from OFAC may be required 
Jan. 29, 1991 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 

Commissioner of Patents 

ard Trademarks 


{1123 OG 37] 
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(19) United States Postal Service Interruption and 


Emergency in South Florida 


The United States Postal Service (USPS) has informed the 
Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) that an interruption in its 
service in South Florida was caused by Hurricane Andrew. 
Normal postal delivery and collection operations of the USPS 
were impacted by Hurricane Andrew throughout South Florida 
to varying degrees from Aug. 23, 1992, through Sept. 12, 1992. 
By Sept. 12, 1992, the USPS restored delivery and collection 
operations to all of South Florida with the exception of Home- 
stead. 

The PTO is designating the interruption in the service of the 
USPS in South Florida and the overall destruction caused by 
Hurricane Andrew as a postal service interruption and an 
emergency within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 21(a). Any 
request to accept a paper or fee delayed by the Hurricane 
Andrew emergency “hould be directed to Jeffrey V. 
Nase, Director, Office of Petitions, (703) 305-9285, PK2-913, 
for patent-related matters and to Lynne G. Beresford, Trademark 
Legal Administrator, (703) 305-9464, Pk2-910, for trademark- 
related matters. 
Oct. 7, 1992 DOUGLAS B. COMER 

Acting Assistant Secretary and Acting 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 


[1144 OG 8] 


(20) Rules Concerning Conduct on Patent 


and Trademark Premises 
1. Applicability 


These rules apply to all premises under the charge and control 
of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) through the 
General Services Administration and to all persons entering such 
premises. 


2. Admission to Property 


Patent and Trademark Office facilities are closed to the public 
outside of normal working hours. During normal working hours, 
a valid User Pass is required to enter PTO premises. 


The individual’s User Pass must be displayed at all times while 
on PTO premises. 


3. Preservation of Property/Conduct on PTO Premises 
The following activities are prohibited on PTO premises: 


a. Improperly disposing of rubbish; willfully destroying or 
damaging property; theft of property; creating a hazard to per- 
sons or things; and placing Government documents or materials 
in storage lockers. 

b. The willfull and unlawfull concealment, removal, mutila- 
tion. obliteration or destruction, or attempts to do so, or, with 
intent to do so, or taking and carrying away of any record, book, 
paper, document, or other things from the facilities shall result in 
a fine of not more than $2,000 or imprisonment of not more than 
3 years, or both. See 18 U.S.C. § 2071. 

c. Removal of papers, materials, or other Government prop- 
erty from designated areas. Within a designated area, papers or 
other Government property must be returned to its proper loca- 
tion after use, unless otherwise posted. 

d. Using PTO premises and facilities as a place of business. It 
is prohibited to reserve work areas, use PTO as a mailing address, 
use PTO stationery, or a PTO telephone number as a personal 
telephone number. 


4. Inspection 


Packages, briefcases, storage lockers and other containers in 
the possession of visitors, employees, or other persons arriving 
at, working at, visiting, or departing from the PTO are subject to 
inspection. See 41 CFR § 101-20.301. 
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5. Disturbances 


Disorderly conduct or other conduct which creates a loud or 
unusual noise or a nuisance which impedes or disrupts the 
performance of official duties by Government employees or 
which prevents the public from obtaining the administrative 
services provided on the property in a timely manner is prohib- 
ited. See 41 CFR § 101-20.305. 


6. Conformity with signs and directions 


Persons on the PTO premises shall at all times comply with the 
officical signs of a prohibitory, regulatory or directory nature 
and with the lawful direction of PTO employees. 


No rude or abusive conduct to PTO employees and fellow 
users. 


No food or beverages are permitted. 
No smoking except in designated areas. 


No mechanical or electronic equipment such as radios, televi- 
sions, typewriters, computers, or photographic equipment may 
be used without prior permission from the Assistant Commis- 
sioner for Administration. 


No use of PTO telephone and office equipment, except as 
specifically designated for public use. 


7. Penalties and other laws. 


Nothing in these rules shall be construed to abrogate any other 
Federal laws or regulations or any State and local laws and 
regulations applicable to any area in which property under the 
charge and control of the PTO through the U.S. General Ser- 
vices Administration is situated. See 40 U.S.C. §§ 318(c) and 
486(c). 

41 CFR § 101-20.315 provides that whoever is found guilty of 
violating the rules of conduct on Federal property contained in 
41 CFR § 101-20.3 while on any property under the charge and 
control of the U.S. General Services Administration is subject to 
a fine of not more than $50, imprisonment of not more than 30 
days, or both. See 40 U.S.C. § 318c. 


Failure to follow these rules may result in immediate 
removal from the premises, of user privileges, 
and/or enforcement of any criminal sanctions that may ap- 
ply. 

Aug. 30, 1991 THERSA A. BRELSFORD 
Assistant Commissioner for 
Administration 


{1131 OG 7] 


(21) Filing of a Notice of Appeal to the Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit in the Patent 
And Trademark Office 


This notice supersedes a notice entitled Filing of a Notice of 
Appeal to the Federal Circuit and Service of Court Papers on 
the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks published at 1079 
Off. Gaz. Office 72 (June 30, 1987). 

A notice of appeal to the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit may be filed in the Patent and Trademark Office is. any 
one of the following ways: 


A. By first-class mail addressed as follows, in which case the 
notice of appeal must actually reach the Patent and Trademark 
Office by the due date: 

Box 8 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Attention: Office of the Solicitor 


B. By “Express Mai!” (U.S. Postal Service only) under 37 
CFR § 1.10 addressed as follows, in which case the notice 
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of appeal is deemed filed on the date of the Express Mail 
certificate: 

Box 8 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Attention: Office of the Solicitor 


C. By hand (on or before the due date) to the Office of the 
Solicitor. The Office of the Solicitor is located at: 
Crystal Park Il 
Suite 918 
2121 Crystal Drive 
Arlington. Va. 


D. By facsimile transmission to the Office of the Solicitor. 
The telephone number for accessing the Office of the Solicitor 
facsimile machine is (703) 557-9373. A notice of appeal will 
be deemed timely filed on the date the facsimile transmission 
is received by the Office of the Solicitor, provided an original 
notice of appeal is subsequently received in either of the fol- 
lowing ways: 


(1) An original, signed copy of the notice of appeal is 
actually received in the Office of the Solicitor within five cal- 
endar days of the facsimile transmission; or, 

(2) An original, signed copy of the notice of appeal is mailed 
by “Express Mail” (U.S. Postal Service only) under 37 CFR 
§ 1.10 on the day of the facsimile transmission. 


The facsimile machine for receiving a notice of appeal is 
located in the Office of the Solicitor and is staffed during the 
business hours of 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, excluding holidays. Due to possible equipment failure 
or maintenance requirements, precautions must be taken when 
relying on the availability of this service near the end of the 
time for filing a notice of appeal. 
Mar. 22, 1990 FRED E. McKELVEY 

Solicitor 


{1113 O.G. 27] 


Service of Court Papers on the Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 


(22) 


Court papers other than a notice of appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit may be served on the Com- 
missioner in either of the following ways: 


A. By hand between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. at the Office 
of the Solicitor, located in Crystal Park II, Suite 918, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, Va. 


B. By mail in an envelope addressed as follows: 
Office of the Solicitor 
P.O. Box 15667 
Arlington, Va. 22215 


While the above mail service address may be supplemetned 
to include the name of the particular attorney assigned to the 
court case, it must not be supplemented to refer to either the 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks or the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO). 

Court papers mailed to an address other than the above mail 
service address and court papers delivered by hand are deemed 
to have been served on the Commissioner when actually re- 
ceived in the Office of the Solicitor. 

Papers which are not court papers and are intended to be filed 
in the PTO in connection with an application or other proceeding 
pending in the Office shall not be mailed to the Solicitor’s mail 
service address. Any such papers which are mailed to the So- 
licitor’s mail service address will not be considered to have been 
filed in the PTO. Instead, al! such papers will be returned. No 
exceptions will be made to this policy. 

Mar. 22, 1990 FRED E. McKELVEY 
Solicitor. 


{1113 O.G. 28) 
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(23) Appeals to the Federal Circuit 

Patent applicants should designate as appellants all named 
inventors in any notice of appeal to the U. S. Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit when appealing a decision of the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences. 

In a recent unpublished opinion in /n re Deckert, Appeal 
No. 89-1386 (Fed. Cir. Nov. 29, 1989), the Federal Circuit 
notes: 


Deckert’s co-inventors Couble and Bonnetti are not 
parties to this appeal because they were not specifically named 
in the notice of appeal. Fed. R. App. P. 15(a). See Torres v. 
Oakianda Scavenger Co., 108 S. Ct. 2405, 2409 (1988) (con- 
struing similiar requirement of Fed. R. App. P. 3(c)). 

Dec. 14, 1989 FRED E. McKELVEY 
Solicitor 


[1110 O.G. 620] 


Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1 and 2 


[Docket No. 80480] 
Communications with the Office of the Solicitor 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Final rule; technical amendments. 

Summary: On Mar. 24, 1987, final rules regarding the address 
of certain communications to the Patent and Trademark Office 
were issued. (52 FR 9394, Mar. 24, 1987.) Also, on Mar. 7, 1985 
and Aug. I1, 1986, final rules regarding the court review of 
decisions by the Patent and Trademark Office Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences and the Trademark Trial and Appeal 
Board, respectively, were issued. (50 FR 9383, Mar. 7, 1985 
and 51 FR 28710, Aug. 11, 1987.) 

This notice makes technical corrections to § 1.1, 1.302 and 
2.145(b) by specifying the address to which correspondence 
should be sent to the Office of the Solicitor. The change reflects 
existing practice consistent with rules of court governing service 
of court papers on the Solicitor. The change also will expedite 
the processing of other non-court communications with the 
Office of the Solicitor. 

Effective Date: June 9, 1988 

For Further Information Contact: John H. Raubitschek by 
telephone at (703) 557-4035 or by mail marked to his attention 
and addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trade- 
marks, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: The Patent and Trademark Office 
(PTO) finds for good cause that because the technical changes 
made by this rule will have no substantive effect, it is unnec- 
essary to seek prior public comment of this rule under 5 U.S.C. 
553. Because a notice of proposed rulemaking and an oppor- 
tunity for public comment is not required for this technical 
amendment, this rule is also exempt from the provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act requiring a regulatory flexibility 
analysis. The PTO has determined that this rule is not a major 
rule within the meaning of section 1(b) of Executive Order 
12291. The PTO has also determined that this rule has no 
federalism implications affecting the relationship between the 
national government and the States as outlined in Executive 
Order 12612. This rule does not contain a collection of infor- 
mation for purposes of the Paperwork Reduction Act. 


List of subjects: 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Inventions 
and patents, Trademarks 


For the reasons set forth above, 37 CFR Parts | and 2 are 
amended as follows: 


Part |—Rules of Practice in Patent Cases 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read 
as follows: 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


January 4, 1994 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 
2. Section 1.1 [Amended] 
Section |.1 is amended by adding new paragraph (g) 


ke KK 


(g) All communications relating to pending litigation which are 
required by the Federal Rules of Civil or Appellate Procedure 
or by a rule or order of a court to be served on the Solicitor 
shall be hand-delivered to the Office of the Solicitor or shall 
be mailed to: Office of the Solicitor, P.O. Box 15667, Arlington, 
Va. 22215 or such other address as may be designated in writing 
in the litigation. All other communications to the Office of the 
Solicitor should be addressed to: Box 8, Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. Any communication 
which does not involve pending litigation which is received at 
P.O. Box 15667 will not be filed in the Office but will be returned. 
See § 1.302(c) and 2.145(b)(3) for filing a notice of appeal to 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 


3. Section 1.302 [Amended] 
Section 1.302 is amended by adding new paragraph (c) 


KEKEE 


(c) A notice of appeal, if mailed to the Office, shall be addressed 
as follows: Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Part 2—Rules of Practice in Trademark Cases 


4. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 2 continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


5. Section 2.145(b) [Amended] 


Section 2.145(b) is amended by adding new paragraph 
(b)(3). 


KEKE 


(b)(3) The notice, if mailed to the Office, shall be addressed 
as follows: Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 


DONALD J. QUIGG 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


May 3, 1988. 


[1090 O.G. 72] 


(25) Appeals to the Federal 


Circuit from PTO 


This notice was originally prepared by the Solicitor and 
Associate Solicitor Richard E. Schafer for presentation at the 
Eighth Annual Judicial Conference of the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit. The notice discusses litigation philoso- 
phy of the Office of the Solicitor of the Patent and Trademark 
Office and other matters which may be helpful to appellants 
and others seeking judicial review of PTO decisions in the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 

October 5, 1990 FRED E. McKELVEY 


Solicitor 


I. Introduction 
This notice discusses the philosophy of the Office of the 
Solicitor when representing the Commissioner before the Fed- 
eral Circuit and other courts. The notice is also designed to assist 
appellants and others seeking judicial review of Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO) decisions in the Federal Circuit. Much 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


of what is said in the notice is also applicable to those instances 
where judicial review is sought of PTO decisions in a district 
court. 


Il. Solicitor’s litigation philosophy 

The Office of the Solicitor and its attorneys start with the 
proposition that justice is done when the right result is reached. 
The Solicitor is not an advocate who needs to win to be satisfied. 
Rather, the public interest is served when: 

(1) a patent issues on a patentable invention; 

(2) a patent is refused on an unpatentable invention; 

(3) a trademark is registered if entitled to registration under 

Title 15; 

(4) a trademark is refused registration if not entitled to regis- 
tration under Title 15; or 

(5) PTO rules are properly applied within PTO and by review- 
ing courts. 

Our litigation philosophy is expressed in Berger v. United 

States, 295 U.S. 78, 88 (1935): 

The [Government attorney] is the 
representative not of an ordinary party to a 
controversy, but of a sovereignty whose 
obligation to govern impartially is as 
compelling as its obligation to govern at all; 
and whose interest . . . is not that it shall 
win a case, but that justice shall be done. As 
such, he is in a peculiar and very definite 
sense the servant of the law, the twofold aim of 
which is that guilt shall not escape or 
innocence suffer. 

The Office of the Solicitor does more than simply “defend” 
an appeal. Rather, it will determine whether: 

(a) appeals are ripe for judicial consideration; 

(b) there are steps a party might take in PTO to obviate the 
appeal, e.g., amendments which might be made to claims 
to conform an argument to the subject matter being 
claimed —we often find that arguments in a brief are 
based on limitations which do not appear in the claims; 

(c) there is material not in the record which might provide 
a full answer to an argument —particularly a new one — 
made in a brief; and/or 

(d) the deciding official or board should be approached tosee 
if it wishes to reevaluate its decision in view of a changein 
the law, a credible argument that the decision may not 
be correct, or a matter which may have been over- 
looked. 

Most of the time, it takes more effort to implement 
this philosophy than it would take simply to brief and argue 
a matter. 

Generally, in a Federal Circuit matter, the Office of the 
Solicitor — apart from designating an appendix —does not “get 
deeply into” a case until appellant’s brief is filed. Exceptions 
occur, i.e., inter partes patent and trademark cases where the 
board opinion is reviewed to see if an amicus brief might be 
appropriate to assist the Federal Circuit with PTO practice. ' This 
is not to say that an appellant should not feel free to discuss 
an appeal with an attorney in the Solicitor’s Office. But, ordi- 
narily in an ex parte case, we do not spend time until we see 
appellant’s brief. The reason is that a large number of appeals 
are simply dismissed without the need for us to do much, if 
any, work. 

Table 1, below, shows the disposition of appeals from October 
1985 through April 1990. About 23%, i.e., 146, of the cases 
were dismissed with little, if any, work having been done by 
the Office of the Solicitor on the appeal. If we conducted a review 
of all appeals when filed, our Federal Circuit “workload” would 
increase about 23%. We do not have the resources to effectively 
carry on 23% more work. 

We find a lot of cases are not ripe or otherwise ready for 
judicial review. When we determine that more work needs to 


' See e.g., Fujiie v. Verhagen, Fed. Cir. No. 89-1126; Hahn v. Wong. 13 
USPQ2d 1211 (Bd. Pat. App. & Int.), aff'd, 892 F.2d 1028, 13 USPQ2d 
1313 (Fed. Cir. 1989); Perkins v. Kwon, 886 F.2d 325, 12 USPQ2d 1308 
(Fed. Cir. 1989); and Winkler v. Guglielmino, Fed. Cir. No. 89-1571. See 
also Copelands’ Enterprises. Inc. v. CNV, Inc., 887 F.2d 1065, 12 
USPQ2d 1562 (Fed. Cir. 1989) (en banc) and Kellogg Co. v. Pack’em 
Enterprises, Inc., Fed. Cir. No. 90-1336. 
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be done before the Federal Circuit should consider a case, we 
generally move to remand. Fed. Cir. R. 27(c) provides that a 
remand generally should be requested prior to briefing. How- 
ever, since we generally cannot efficiently take up cases until 
appellant's brief is filed, we now file motions to remand along 
with our brief. A merits panel is then in a position to evaluate 
whether it should hear the case on the merits or order a 
remand. 
There are a variety of reasons why we seek remands. 


Table 1 
Disposition of cases in the Courts of Appeals 
in which the Solicitor has appeared 
October 1985 through September 1990 


Pat 


Disposed cases: 
Affirmed 300 
Modified 10 
Reversed 47 
Remanded? 40 
Dismissed 120 
Amicus/intervene t 
Examiner testimony 1 
Transfer 6 
Mandamus granted 0 
Pat 


Mandamus granted-in-Part | 
Mandamus denied 6 
Mandamus dismissed 3 
Totals: 541 


A. 

An appellant may argue that a certain feature of a claim is 
not shown in the prior art. Such an argument may prompt us 
to determine whether the feature is known. If we find the feature, 
we will probably ask for a remand for the purpose of making 
an additional rejection.* In like manner, based on our respective 
backgrounds or other cases handled by the Office of the So- 
licitor, we may know of prior art which strengthens a rejection.* 

B 


Similarly, an appellant may argue that a certain fact is true. 
Upon looking into the matter, we have found literature from 
the appellant's assignee or other evidence which, in our 
opinion, demonstrates that the argument may not be factually 
correct.® Since the literature or other evidence is not part of the 
record, we have asked for a remand so that the case may be 
fully developed before a merits panel is required to consider 
the case. We have also filed a brief on the merits asking the 
Federal Circuit to take judicial notice of a fact while concurrently 
filing a contingent motion to remand in the event the merits panel 
believes that judicial notice is not appropriate.’ 

Cc 


We have had cases where the sole issue is whether a Rule 
131, 37 CFR § 1.131, affidavit is sufficient to antedate a ref- 
erence. When the sufficiency of a Rule 131 affidavit is in issue, 
we search for a foreign or other equivalent statutory bar. When 


? Approximately 80% of the remands were ordered based on motions 
to remand filed by the Office of the Solicitor. See the discussion on 
remands, infra. 

* All transfers were from a regional court of appeals to the Federal 
Circuit. 

* In re Yashuhara, Fed. Cir. No. 85-889. The reference added on 
remand was relied upon by the Federal Circuit in a later decision affirming 
the rejection made on remand. Jn re Yashuhara, Fed. Cir. No. 86-1634. See 
also In re Merz, Fed. Cir. No. 86-615, and R. D. Werner Co. v. Quigg, Civil 
Action No. 85-0945 (D.D.C.). 

‘See e.g., Inre Trogan, Fed. Cir. No. 85-2724, Flexiwatt v. Quigg, Civil 
Action No. 86-2666 (D.D.C.), in re Nilssen, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1349, In re 
Nilssen, Fed. Cir. No. 87 1392, and Hepar Chimie v. Mossinghoff, Civil 
Action No. 85-1912 (D.D.C.) 

* In re Weitz, Fed. Cir. No. 85-879; In re Lowrance Electronics, Inc., 
Fed. Cir. No. 88-1180. 

7 In re Klang, Fed. Cir. No. 85-2825. 
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an equivalent statutory bar is found, we move to remand sug- 
gesting that the issue on appeal may well be moot.* 
D 


In re Steele, 305 F.2d 859, 134 USPQ 292 (CCPA 1962), 
suggests that indefiniteness should be taken care of prior to 
considering obviousness. There have been cases in which the 
claims are so indefinite that judicial review of an obviousness 
issue simply would not make sense. Remands, over appellant's 
objection, have been ordered.’ 

E. 

There have been occasions where the Board, TTAB, or the 
Commissioner decides to change or reconsider a decision. A 
change of decision can occur, inter alia, due to: 

1. new “law” as announced in a court or administrative 
decision,"® or 

2. a deciding official or tribunal determines that: 

(a) a decision may not be correct, 

(b) a matter was overlooked,'' or 

(c) a decision otherwise needs to be reconsidered.'? 
F. 

There have been cases where, although not argued by the 
appellant, it did not make sense to apply existing law in a 
particular context. We have moved to remand. In one instance, 
the Board reconsidered its position, established new law, and 
granted relief.* 

G. 

In its opinion, the Board — without entering a new ground 
of rejection under Rule 196(b), 37 CFR § 1.196 — may suggest 
that if there is to be further prosecution, an examiner may wish 
to look into several possible rejections. Generally in such a case 
the appellant will abandon or refile under 35 U.S.C. § 120. On 
occasion, however, an appellant will seek judicial review. Or- 
dinarily, we seek remands in such a case in order to avoid 
piecemeal judicial review.'* 

H. 

We had one case in which an appellant “dropped” an appeal 
as to all but a dependent claim —only the independent claim 
had been discussed in appellant’s brief to the Board and the 
Board discussed only the independent claim. We sought a 
remand — after the appellant's brief had been filed —so that 
PTO could articulate a rationale as to the sole claim left in the 
appeal." Alternatively, we could have argued the appeal on the 
basis of the independent claim. However, in the context of the 
particular case, that alternative did not make sense. 

I. 

We had a case where the application on appeal was deemed 
to be abandoned. We moved to remand to clarify the status of 
the application.'° We also had a trademark appeal in which 
registration in the United States could not occur until registration 
took place abroad.'’ Obviously, there was no reason to proceed 
in the Federal Circuit until registration occurred in the foreign 
country. When an appeal is taken in a trademark case, we always 
check to be sure that the registration relied upon is “alive.” 
Appellant also should be sure that the registration has not 
expired. In one trademark appeal, the likelihood of confusion 
issue became moot on appeal when we discovered that the 
registration cited against the appellant expired without being 
renewed. 


* In re Lockner, Fed. Cir. No. 86-1269 

* In re Jacobs, Fed. Cir. No. 85-2210. 

"© In re Eastin, Fed. Cir. No. 90-1439. 

'' In re Giordano, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1029; In re Raleigh Stores Corp., 
Fed. Cir. No. 87-1183; Jn re Whaleco, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1522. 

"2 In re Brown, Fed. Cir. No. 86-617; Groz v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 
87-1340 (D.D.C.); London Laboratories v. Commissioner, Civil Action 
No. 86-0914 (D.D.C.); Hashimoto v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 86-1595 
(D.D.C.); and Katrapat AG v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 87-0250 (D.D.C.) 

'’ Papst-Motoren GMbH & Co. v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 86-1168 
(D.D.C.). The Board’s decision on remand is published. Ex Parte Papst- 
Motoren, | USPQ2d 1655 (Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 1986) 

'* See Tofe v. Winchell, 645 F.2d 58, 63 [headnote 6] , 209 USPQ 379, 
384 (CCPA 1981). See also Paradis v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 87-1486 
(D.D.C.) and Clough v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 87-2304 (D.D.C.). 

'S In re Hyatt, Fed. Cir. No. 85-2224. 

'© In re Goodman, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1056. The Commissioner’ s decision 
reviving the application is reported. In re Goodman, 3 USPQ2d 1866 
(Comm'r Pat. 1987). See also In re Greven, Fed. Cir. No. 87-2341. 

"’ In re Matsushita Electric, Fed. Cir. No. 89-1526. 
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Most attorneys representing appellants will agree to a re- 
mand when approached by an attorney in the Office of the 
Solicitor — regardless of the time a suggestion to remand is 
made. A remand saves appellant, the Federal Circuit and our 
office time and money and in the long run contributes to the 
effective administration of justice within PTO and the Federal 
Circuit. In some cases, our motions to remand have been op- 
posed. In one published opinion, an opposed motion was granted 
notwithstanding appellant has filed its principal brief;'* in an- 
other opinion, relief was denied." It appears the Federal Circuit 
has adopted, as a general rule, the latter opinion. See Fed. Cir. 
R. 27(c). 

We will not attempt to reconcile Fed. Cir. R. 27(c) with what 
we regard to be the better policy expressed in /n re Gould. We 
will point out, however, that if an appeal proceeds in the face 
of a motion to remand, 

(a) an appellant will have to spend money to have its 
attorney appear for oral argument, 

(b) the merits panel will have to spend time _ preparing 
for oral argument, holding oral argument, and writing an opinion, 

(c) PTO will have to expend resources preparing for and 
presenting oral argument, and 

(d) prosecution on the merits may be reopened after a 
mandate is entered if a viable rejection remains to be con- 
sidered. 

It is possible, of course, that we mighi prevail on the merits, 
thereby obviating any need for a remand. However, if we do 
not prevail, PTO can — and often does — reopen prosecution 
of the application upon entry of the Federal Circuit’s mandate 
to consider the matter raised by a motion to remand.” 

Sometimes an appellant will decide to file a second appli- 
cation, i.e., a continuation application or another trademark 
application, and simultaneously pursue the appeal. We believe 
appellant has a responsibility to call our attention to the fact 
that a second application has been filed. Knowledge of the 
second application is material to steps we might take. 

First, perhaps any appeal (or civil action) should be suspended 
pending outcome of proceedings on the second application or 
dismissed without prejudice to another appeal in the event a final 
adverse Board decision is entered in the second application. In 
effect, by filing a second application, appellant admits that there 
are available administrative remedies and that those remedies 
have not been exhausted. 

Second, it is in PTO’s best interest that the examiner handling 
the second application be aware of the existence of an appeal. 
The examiner may ask our office for assistance, as may the 
Board, during prosecution of the second application. 


Ill. Notice of appeal 

Recent amendments have been made to conform PTO prac- 
tice as much as possible to Fed. R. App. 4. See 54 Fed. Reg. 
29548 (July 13, 1989), reprinted in, 1105 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 
5 (Aug. 1, 1989). 


A. Time for appeal 
If an appeal from a PTO decision to the Federal Circuit is 
authorized by law, the time for filing a notice of appeal in PTO 
was changed in August 1989 to two (2) months or 60 days, 
whichever is longer. The time for seeking judicial review by 
civil action under 35 U.S.C. §§ 145 or 146 is also two (2) months 
or 60 days, whichever is longer. 

The filing of a request for reconsideration in PTO tolls the 
time for filing a notice of appeal. After a decision on re- 
consideration is entered in PTO, the two month period begins 
to run. 

The time for appeal to the Federal Circuit is set by the 
Commissioner. 35 U.S.C. § 142; 15 U.S.C. § 1071(a)(2). The 
period for appeal must be at least 60 days. A notice of final 


'* In re Gould, 673 F.2d 1385, 213 USPQ 628 (CCPA 1982). Relief in 
this case was ultimately granted in PTO. Ex parte Gould, 6 USPQ2d 1680 
(Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 1987). 

'' In re Hester, 838 F.2d 1193, 5 USPQ2d 1832 (Fed. Cir. 1988). Relief 
on the merits was ultimately granted by the Federal Circuit in an unpub- 
lished opinion. 

» In re Ruschig, 379 F.2d 990, 154 USPQ 118 (CCPA 1967); In re 
Fisher, 448 F.2d 1406, 171 USPQ 292 (CCPA 1971). 
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rule was effective in August 1989 setting the time for appeal 
to two months or 60 days — whichever is longer. The dichotomy 
which used to exist between the 60-day period for initial de- 
cisions and the 30-day period for decisions on reconsideration”! 
no longer exists. 


B. Cross appeals 
In inter partes cases, a cross-appeal may be filed within 
fourteen (14) days of service of an appeal or two months after 
the PTO decision being appealed, whichever is later. 


C. Requests to extend time to appeal 

A request for an extension of time to file a notice of appeal 
before the appeal period expires can be granted by the Com- 
missioner upon a showing of good cause. 

A request after the appeal period expires must establish 
excusable neglect. The “excusable neglect” standard applied by 
PTO is the same as that applied by the courts of appeais. 

All requests for an extension of time to appeal should be 
directed to the attention of the Office of the Solicitor. 


D. Where to file a notice of appeal 
The original notice must be filed in PTO — filing only in 
the Federal Circuit does not perfect an appeal. However, a copy 
must also be filed in the Federal Circuit. Fed. Cir. R. 15. A copy 
of the decision being appealed, and any decision on reconsid- 
eration, should be attached to the copy of the notice of appeal 
filed in PTO and with the Federal Circuit. 
The original notice may be filed in any of the following 
ways: 


1. By hand-delivery to the Office of the Solicitor between 
8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. at: 
Office of the Solicitor 
2121 Crystal Drive 
Suite 918 
Arlington, Virginia 


2. By first-class mail addressed to: 
Box 8 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Attention: Office of the Solicitor 


3. By Express Mail under 37 CFR § 
Box 8 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Attention: Office of the Solicitor 


1.10 addressed to: 


A certificate of mailing under 37 CFR § 1.8 cannot be used 
to file a notice of appeal. A notice of appeal filed in PTO using 
a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR § 1.8 is deemed filed when 
received in PTO. In re Thrifty Corp., 231 USPQ 560 (Comm’r 
Pat. 1986). 

A notice of appeal mailed to the Solicitor’s Postal Box in 
Arlington, Virginia is deemed filed when received in the Office 
of the Solicitor. 


E. Content of notice of appeal 

A notice of appeal should identify all parties appealing. Fed. 
R. App. P. 15(a). See Torres v. Oakland Scavenger Co., 487 
U.S. 312, 317 (1988) [ construing similar requirement of Fed. 
R. App. P. 3(c)] . 

Thus, in a case where there are joint inventors, the notice of 
appeal should identify all inventors. The notice of appeal should 
not identify John Doe et al. as appellants; rather, it should 
identify as appellants all named inventors, i.e., “John Doe and 
Richard Roe appeal... .” 

A notice of appeal need simply state that: 

John Doe and Richard Roe appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit from a final decision entered 
by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences on June 15, 
1990, and from a decision on reconsideration entered by the 
Board on July 15, 1990. 


2! 37 CFR § 1.304(a) (1989); 37 CFR § 2.145(d) (1989). 
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There is no need to give reasons in the notice of appeal. See 
37 CFR §§ 1.4 and 1.5 for material which should appear in the 
“heading” of the notice of appeal. 


IV. Transmittal of certified list 

After a notice of appeal is received, a determination is made 
whether the notice was timely filed. 

Appellant will be advised if the appeal is untimely. Fed. Cir. 
R. 15(b)(1) governs proceedings when a notice of appeal is not 
timely filed: 

If the Commissioner notifies the clerk that the notice of appeal 
was not timely, the clerk shall order the appellant to show cause 
why the appeal should not be dismissed, and thereupon refer 
the response to the court. 

In order to properly respond to the Federal Circuit, an ap- 
pellant may wish to file a request for an extension of time, which 
should be filed in the Office of the Solicitor, and establish that 
the untimely filing of the notice of appeal was a result of 
excusable neglect. Any decision on the request will be copied 
to the Clerk of the Federal Circuit for such action as may be 
appropriate. A decision by the Commissioner granting a request 
to extend the time for filing the notice of appeal will discharge 
the show cause order entered by the Clerk. 

A certified list, consisting of the contents of the application, 
interference, opposition, cancellation, or other proceeding is 
copied and forwarded to the Federal Circuit with a statement 
indicating whether the notice of appeal was considered timely 
filed. In ex parte patent appeals the certified list usually does 
not include the contents to any “parent” applications unless the 
application involved in the appeal is a “file wrapper continu- 
ation” under 37 CFR § 1.62. 

A copy of the certified list is mailed to the appellant or, in 
the case of an inter partes proceeding, all parties. 

In ex parte patent or trademark appeals, an attorney in the 
Office of the Solicitor is assigned to the appeal at the time the 
certified list is forwarded to the Federal Circuit. Counsel for 
appellant should initiate a discussion with the Solicitor’s Office 
attorney assigned to the case to determine the contents of the 
appendix. 

Upon receipt of the certified list, the appeal will be docketed 
by the Federal Circuit. An appeal number is assigned to each 
appeal by the Federal Circuit. Appellant’s 60-day period 
for filing a brief runs from the later of the date the appeal 
is docketed by the Federal Circuit or the certified list is 
served. Fed. Cir. R. 31(a). Since the appeal is docketed after 
the certified list is served in the case of PTO appeals, the 60- 
day period almost always runs from the date the appeal is 
docketed. 


V. Service of court papers on the Solicitor 
The mail service address for the Solicitor is: 

Office of the Solicitor 

P. 0. Box 15667 

Arlington, Virginia 22215 

Only litigation papers should be mailed to the Post Office 
box address. Other papers intended for filing in PTO should 
be addressed as specified in 37 CFR § 1.1. Non-litigation pa- 
pers will be returned and will not be forwarded to the Mail 
Room. 

Litigation papers not served by hand must be mailed to our 
Post Office box. Litigation papers mailed or delivered to the 
Mail Room of PTO, left in PTO’s night deposit box, or left with 
a PTOemployee in an office other than the Office of the Solicitor, 
are deemed served when received in the Office of the 
Solicitor. 

The Office of the Solicitor is open from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. Litigation papers served by hand must be delivered between 
8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. to: 

Office of the Solicitor 
2121 Crystal Drive 
Suite 918 

Arlington, Virginia 

Unless permitted by court rules or order, delivery does not 
include facsimile transmission. 


VI. Motions 

Motions are inevitable in Federal Circuit and other court 
practice. Before a motion is filed, appellant should contact the 
Solicitor’s Office to see if there is agreement on the requested 
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relief and the proposed order. \f there is no opposition to a 
procedural order, it can be entered by the Clerk, thereby ob- 
taining prompt relief and obviating the need for a judge or 
motions panel to consider the matter. 


VII. Appendix 
A. Designation 
The Office of the Solicitor typically designates the following 
items for inclusion in the appendix in addition to the mandatory 
items specified in Fed. Cir. R. 30. 
In ex parte patent cases, we generally designate: 
(1) the specification; 
(2) any drawings; 
(3) the prior art supporting the rejection; 
(4) the final rejection and any Office action referenced in 
the final rejection; 
(5) the examiner’s answer; and 
(6) any evidence submitted to support patentability. 
In ex parte trademark cases, we generally designate: 
(1) the trademark application, including the drawing; 
(2) specimens; 
(3) the trademark examining attorney’s statement; and 
(4) registrations supporting the refusal and any other evi- 
dence relied upon by the examining attorney the 
TTAB. 


It should be noted that Fed. Cir. R. 30(a)(2)(iii) prohibits the 
inclusion of briefs filed by an applicant in PTO without leave 
of the court. However, the examiner’s answer and examining 
attorney's statement may be designated and included without 
leave. Fed. Cir. R. 30(a)(2). 

While the items in the appendix differ from case to case, a 
typical appendix in an ex parte patent appeal contains the 
following items in the following order: 

(1) table of contents; 

(2) the initial decision of the Board; 

(3) any decision on reconsideration; 

(4) a copy of the certified list, which corresponds to the 
docket entries mentioned in Fed. R. App. P. 29(a)(1)] ; 
(5) the specification; 

(6) the final rejection; 

(7) the examiner’s answer, 

(8) any prior art relied upon by PTO; 

(9) any rebuttal evidence, e.g., affidavits under Rule 131, 
37 CFR § 1.131, or Rule 132, 37 CFR § 1.132; and 
(10) a copy of the rejected claims. 


With respect to the last item, Fed. Cir. R. 30(a)(3) provides: 


In appeals from . . . [ PTO] , the appendix shall, 
unless the parties mutually agree to the contrary, 
include a copy of all rejected claims in an ex parte 
patent appeal, a copy of all counts in a patent 
interference appeal, and both a copy of the trademark 
sought to be registered or cancelled and a copy of 
any registration relied upon to refuse or oppose 
registration or to seek cancellation of a registered 
mark in an ex parte or an inter partes trademark 
appeall 
If the material designated as the appendix exceeds 100 pages, 
a draft copy of the appendix, with page numbers, should be sent 
to the Office of the Solicitor. Upon receipt, if we see any problem 
with the appendix, including any failure to comply with Federal 
Circuit rules, we promptly advise appellant. Preparation of a 
draft appendix will also insure that all briefs properly refer to 
pages of the appendix. 


B. Page numbering 

Fed. Cir. R. 30(c)(2) requires that page numbers be center- 
ed in the bottom margin of each page and that other pag- 
ination marks be redacted if necessary to avoid con- 
fusion. Numbering the appendix pages with a format such 
as “0001” generally avoids confusion with other page num- 
bers. 

If the designated appendix is less than 100 pages (which 
should be copied on both the front and back), the appendix is 
bound with appellant’s principal brief. If the designated appen- 
dix is more than 100 pages, the appendix is filed separately 
within seven (7) days of the date the last reply brief is filed. 
Fed. Cir. R. 30(a)(4). 
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C. Legible materials 

An appendix will often contain copies of materials which are 
illegible. In cases where counsel for an appellant does not have 
legible copies of materials which are available in PTO, contact 
the Office of the Solicitor and we will arrange to send a legible 
copy. 

Handwritten notes in the margin of counsel’s copy of Office 
actions should be removed. The proper place to argue a case 
is in a brief — not in notes in the margin. 


VILL. Briefs 
A. Statement of the facts 

Fed. R. App. P. 28(a)(3) requires that an appellant file a 
statement of facts relevant to the issues presented for review. 
Fed. Cir. R. 28(b) provides that the appellee’s statement of the 
case should be limited to the specific areas of disagreement with 
those of the appellant. Absent disagreement the appellee shall 
not include a statement of the case in his brief. /d. In our view 
these rules place the responsibility to provide a complete and 
neutral statement of facts on the appellant. Appellant should 
remember that it /ost below. Hence, the “facts” are not those 
the appellant would like them to be; rather, the “facts” are those 
found by the Board. The statement of the facts in a brief is not 
the place to argue that the Board was clearly erroneous in making 
a finding of fact. 

In our experience, appellants’ statement of the facts invariably 
include argument; fail to describe all the facts relevant to the 
issues; state the facts in a light most favorable to appellant despite 
contrary findings below; or state conclusions — often without 
citation to the appendix. Asa result, we typically find it necessary 
to include a detailed and, we believe, a complete and neutral 
statement of facts — with full citations to the appendix. 

We particularly note that when “new” counsel is retained to 
handle the Federal Circuit appeal, the arguments on appeal often 
bear no resemblance to the arguments made to the Board. As 
a matter of logic, it would seem that the Board could not possibly 
have erred below on the basis of an argument made for the first 
time in the Federal Circuit. See Keebler Co. v. Murray Bakery 
Products, 866 F.2d 1386, 9 USPQ2d 1736 (Fed. Cir. 1989) (since 
Keebler failed to tell the TTAB it was interested in Murray’s 
“intent,” it could not use intent as a basis for showing “error” 
by the TTAB; prescience is not a required characteristic of the 
board and the board need not divine all possible afterthoughts 
of counsel that might be asserted for the first time on appeal). 


B. References in brief to the appendix 

All factual assertions made in the brief should be supported 
with citation to the appendix. How the Federal Circuit is sup- 
posed to know that an assertion is correct, when no reference 
is made to the appendix in support of the assertion, is something 
we have not been able to figure out. The Federal Circuit has 
often noted, with apparent disapproval, the absence of a citation 
to the appendix in support of a party’s position.” Failure to cite 
to the appendix may affect an attorney’s credibility before the 
Federal Circuit and diminish the impact of otherwise meritorious 
arguments. If counsel feels that it is necessary to make factual 
assertions and cannot point to the specific portion of the ap- 
pendix supporting the assertion, consideration should be given 
to refiling the application. Argument which depends on factual 
assertions not supported by the record cannot have any relevance 
to any error in the decision under review. 

Moreover, to the extent that we have influence within PTO 
to bring about a favorable result by way of settlement, we need 
tobe convinced. Allegations, not supported by references to the 
appendix, are not likely to convince any attorney in the Office 
of the Solicitor of the merits of an appellant’s position. 


IX. Oral argument 
A. When we appear 

Anattorney from the Solicitor’ s Office will appear and present 
argument in cases in which the appellant intends to present oral 
argument. We will submit on the briefs only (1) where appellant 
submits on brief and (2) no reply brief has been filed or we 
conclude that the reply brief does not require comment at the 
oral hearing. On the other hand, if a reply brief raises a substantial 


2 See e.g., Datascope Corp. v. SMEC. Inc., 879 F.2d 820, 827, 11 
USPQ2d 1321, 1325 (Fed. Cir. 1989), cert. denied, 110 S.Ct. 729 (1990). 





January 4, 1994 


issue, particularly a “new” issue, we will appear even if appellant 
waives oral argument. 


B. Discussing the [allegged] error 

An appellant has a burden of showing that the Board erred 
in its decision.** Factual findings below must be shown to be 
clearly erroneous,* while legal conclusions are reviewed for 
correctness or error as a matter of law.** Having only a short 
time for oral hearing, typically fifteen minutes, appellants should 
direct their remarks to the purported errors in the Board's 
decision. Based upon the 60 to 80 cases we argue annually, we 
can assure appellants that Federal Circuit merits panels are 
familiar with the record and the proceedings under review. 
Counsel may not want to use part of the 15 minutes normally 
allocated for oral argument by: 

(1) explaining that the case is an appeal from the Patent 
and Trademark Office (the merits panel already knows that 
because the briefs have been read), 

(2) identifying the appellant or assignee (because it is 
essentially irrelevant), 

(3) reviewing the facts of the case, etc. 

However, counsel should be thoroughly familiar with the 
record and be prepared to identify the portions which support 
their arguments. 

We suggest oral argument by an appellant should start by 
saying “The error below was . . .” and here’s why. 


C. Visual aides 

Fed. Cir. R. 34(c) encourages the use of visual aids. If the 
visual aid was not used during the administrative proceeding, 
written notice of the proposed use must be given at least 15 days 
prior to the hearing. Any written objections must be filed at least 
5 days before the hearing. The rule also provides that counsel 
may agree on the use of visual aids. 

Whether or not we will agree depends on the particular facts. 
We ordinarily do not disagree with enlargements (“blow- ups”) 
of portions of the record. Where the proposed visual aid is not 
part of the record, we will not agree until we have had an 
Opportunity to see the visual aid. 


X. Petitions for rehearing 

Petitions for rehearing can be useful if properly used. But, 
in our experience, petitions for rehearing filed by appellants 
simply reargue the case. We do not believe this is a proper 
function of a petition for rehearing. 

Generally we will file a petition for rehearing only when (a) 
we believe the merits panel has made a genuine mistake — not 
merely a “judgment” call which happens to differ from our 
judgment, or (b) even where the result is correct, an opinion 
contains language which we believe will seriously and adversely 
affect PTO’s ability to properly and effectively administer the 
patent or trademark laws. See Markey, “Semantic Antics in 
Patent Cases,” 88 F.R.D. 103, 108 (1980) (suggesting rehearing 
should be requested to modify opinion language which confuses 
the law of patents). 

We suggest, and do not believe, that there is such a thing as 
a “routine” petition for rehearing. A truly extraordinary 
situation must exist before a petition for rehearing can be deemed 
proper.”* The Office of the Solicitor has been relatively success- 
ful with petitions for rehearing. In a 20-year period before the 
CCPA and Federal Circuit, we can recall filing approximately 
12 petitions for rehearing. Some form of relief has been granted 
in nine, i.e., claims found patentable in the original decision were 


* In re Durden, 763 F.2d 1406, 1409, 226 USPQ 359, 361 (Fed. Cir. 
1985) (The burden is on appellant to persuade the court that the Board was 
wrong). 

4 Stock Pot Restaurant v. Stockpot, Inc., 737 F.2d 1576, 1578, 222 
USPQ 665, 667 (Fed. Cir. 1984) (findings of fact of the TTAB are 
reviewed under the clearly erroneous standard); Jn re Caveney, 761 F.2d 
671, 674, 225 USPQ 1, 3 (Fed. Cir. 1985)(findings of fact by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences are reviewed under the clearly 
erroneous standard). 

5 In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 

2° In the case of a suggestion for rehearing en banc, we obtain approval 
from the Solicitor General. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 15 
(26) 


found unpatentable on rehearing.”’ language was changed in the 
opinion,” relief was granted in part.’ etc. 


XI. Issuance of mandates/termination of proceedings 

As provided in Fed. R. App. P. 41(a), the Court’s mandate 
usually issues 21 days after the entry of its decision. A request 
for rehearing stays the mandate until seven days after an order 
by the merits panel denying rehearing. Unless there are allow- 
able claims or the Court’s decision requires further proceedings 
by the Office, the receipt of the mandate by PTO “terminates 
the proceedings” for purposes of continuity under 35 U.S.C. § 
120. 37 CFR § 1.197(c), 54 Fed. Reg. 29548, 29552 (July 13, 
1989) reprinted in, | 105 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 5, 9 (Aug. 1, 1989). 
If an appellant contemplates filing a “continuing” application, 
it should be filed prior to the receipt of the mandate by PTO 
to preserve the benefit of the filing date of the parent application. 
Proceedings terminate on receipt of the mandate, not upon the 
expiration of the period for applying for certiorari to the Supreme 
Court. * 


XII. Costs 

In ex parte patent and trademark appeals from PTO, costs 
are not awarded for or against the Commissioner. See Fed. Cir. 
Practice Note to Fed. Cir. R. 39.*' Hence, we do not file bills 
of costs in ex parte cases. 


[1120 OG 23] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1, 2 and 3 
[Docket No. 910246-2140] 
RIN 0651-AA43 


Changes in Patent and Trademark Assignment Practice 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice regarding assignments in patent and 
trademark cases to improve and clarify the rules, to codify 
changes in practice and to consolidate the rules. The Office has 
combined the assignment rules currently in Parts | and 2 into a 
new Part 3 directed to assignments. 

Effective Date: Sept. 4, 1992. These rules will be applicable to all 
documents filed with the Office on or after the effective date. 
For Further Information Contact: Trademark related matters: 
Lynne Beresford by telephone at (703) 305-9464 or by mail 
marked to her attention addressed to the Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Patent related matters: Jeffrey V. Nase by telephone at (703) 305- 
9282 or by mail marked to his attention and addressed to 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Box DAC, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20231. 


” In re Tiffin, 448 F.2d 791, 171 USPQ 294 (CCPA 1971). 

* Parks v. Fine, 773 F.2d 1577, 227 USPQ 432 (Fed. Cir. 1985), op 

inion amended, 783 F.2d 1036, 228 USPQ 677 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

*° Newman v. Quigg, 877 F.2d 1575, 11 USPQ2d 1340 (Fed. Cir.), reh'g 
on Costs granted in part, 886 F.2d 329 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

© In re Jones, 542 F.2d 65, 69, 191 USPQ 249, 252 (CCPA 1976) (when 
PTO receives CCPA mandate, proceedings in patent application are 
terminated); Continental Can Co. v. Schuyler, 326 F. Supp. 283, 168 
USPQ 625 (D.D.C. 1970) (proceedings terminate within meaning of 35 
U.S.C. § 120 when mandate of CCPA was issued). See also In re Willis, 
537 F.2d 513, 515, 190 USPQ 327, 329 (CCPA 1976). Once a mandate 
is issued, it is our experience that a motion to withdraw the mandate to 
secure “copendency” with a continuation will not be granted. /n re 
Iwashita, Fed. Cir. No. 90-1162, In re Nakahama, Fed. Cir. No. 90-1166, 
and In re Nakahama, Fed. Cir. No. 90-1187. 

*' See also In re Kochan, Fed. Cir. No. 83-502 (May 25, 1983); In re 
Lobdell, Fed. Cir. No. 83-674 (Sept. 22, 1983); In re Piasecki, Fed. Cir. 
No. 84-775 (Nov. 9, 1984); In re Shivvers, Fed. Cir. No. 85-1544 (Dec. 19, 
1985); In re Wrenn, Fed. Cir. No. 86-743 (July 17, 1986); and In re Dow 
Chemical, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1406 (Feb. 11, 1988). 
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Supplementary Information: Ina Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register on May 10, 1991 at 56 FR 
21641 and in the Patent and Trademark Office “Official Gazette” 
of June 4, 1991 at 1127 O.G. 8-16, the Office proposed to amend 
the rules of practice in patent and trademark cases to revise, 
simplify, remove, or clarify existing assignment rules or to 
codify certain practices currently in effect. Changes were pro- 
posed for rules relating to the documents that will be recorded, to 
the requirements for recording a document, to the effect of 
recording, to new cover sheet requirements, to the appointment 
of domestic representatives; and to prosecution by assignees and 
issuance to assignees. While the existing rules do not require a 
cover sheet to accompany each document submitted for record- 
ing, typically a cover letter is submitted to ensure proper process- 
ing of the document. 

The Office has encouraged the public to use a cover letter 
containing specific information concerning the document being 
submitted with each document submitted for recording. See 
“Helpful Hints”, 1114 Official Gazette 77 (May 29, 1990). The 
public has adopted the suggested procedure to such an extent that 
most documents now submitted for recordation are accompa- 
nied by a cover letter which contains the suggested data. Docu- 
ments submitted with these cover letters have enabled the Office 
to greatly improve the quality and efficiency of the recording 
process. To better ensure that the correct data is captured in 
recordation and recorded promptly, the Office is making a cover 
sheet mandatory. The cover sheet will contain all the information 
necessary for the Assignment Branch to properly and promptly 
process the document. 

Written comments were submitted by |2 firms, 2 individuals, 
4 corporations and | organization. No one testified at the oral 
hearing held on July 17, 1991. 

The following includes a brief discussion of the rules being 
changed and the reasons for those changes, a detailed section- 
by-section analysis of the final rules, and an analysis of the 
comments received in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking. 

Specific Rules to be Deleted or Added: The existing rules of 
practice in Parts | and 2 of Title 37 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations which are deleted are §§ 1.32, 1.331, 1.332, 1.333, 
1.334, 2.185, 2.186 and 2.187. These rules are deleted in their 
entirety and rewritten and renumbered under a new Part 3. Table 
| is provided to assist readers in correlating previous rules with 
the new rules. 


TABLE 1 


Old Section New Section 
32 3.71 & 3.73 
331(a) 3.11 
33 1(b) 3.26 
331(c) 3.21 
332 3.51 
333 3.56 
334 3.81 

2.185(a) 3.11 

2.185(a)(1) 3.31 

2.185(a)(2) 3.26 

2.185(a)(3) 3.41 

2.185(a)(4) 3.61 

3.31(b) 
3.51 

3.71 & 3.73 
3.85 


Consideration was given to moving § 1.12 (Assignment 
records open to public inspection.) to Part 3. However, since this 
section primarily relates to records maintained by the Office and 
procedures for accessing those records, and no comments were 
received regarding the placement of § 1.12, this section remains 
under the general heading “Records and Files” of the Patent and 
Trademark Office. 

Discussion of Specific Rules to be Changed or Added: Section 
1.12(a) is revised to reflect the fact that all assignment records 
related to pre-1955 trademark records and pre-1957 patent 
records were transferred to the National Archives and Records 
Administration (NARA) during 1990. All assignments recorded 
on or after January |, 1955, for trademarks and May 1, 1957, for 
patents continue to be maintained by the Office. The pre-1955/ 
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1957 records have been transferred to NARA to allow for greater 
accessibility to the public, improvement of file integrity for the 
older records, and preservation of these materials. The pre-1955/ 
1957 assignment cards, digest books, and libers were stored in 
four locations: the Assignment Search Room (ASR) at the 
Office, the Federal Records Center in Suitland, Maryland, the 
National Archives in downtown Washington, D.C., and the 
National Archives location in Alexandria, Virginia. Storage of 
information in these various locations made searching of old 
assignment records difficult. The materials located at the Federal 
Records Center could be ordered from the ASR. However, many 
times it took months to receive the materials. 

All assignment records from 1837 to December 31, 1954, for 
trademarks and from 1837 to April 30, 1957, for patents are now 
maintained and are open for public inspection in the National 
Archives Research Room located at the Washington National 
Records Center Building, 4205 Suitland Road, Suitland, Mary- 
land 20746. Assignments recorded before 1837 are maintained 
at the National Archives and Records Administration, 841 South 
Pickett Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22304. 

All requests for abstracts of title continue to be provided by 
the Office upon request and payment of fees set forth in §§ 1.19 
and 2.6. Requests for copies and certified copies of the pre- 1955 
records for trademarks and pre-1957 records for patents should 
be directed to NARA since those records are not maintained by 
the Office. Since these records are maintained by NARA, it is 
more expeditious to request copies directly from NARA, rather 
than the Office, which would then have to route the requests to 
NARA. Payment of the fees required by NARA should accom- 
pany all requests for copies. 

Another change makes clear that separate assignment records 
are kept for patents and trademarks, and that an extra charge will 
be imposed by the Office on requests for copies of recorded 
assignments if the correct reel and frame number are not identi- 
fied. 

Sections |.17 and 1.46 are amended to make reference to § 
3.81, which replaces § 1.334, and delete reference to § 1.334. 
The amount of the fee for recording a document is not affected 
by this rule change. 

Section |.104(e) is amended to make reference to Part 3, 
which replaces § 1.331, and delete reference to § 1.331. 

Section 3.1 is added to set out definitions of terms used in Part 
3. Terms which are defined include “application,” “assignment,” 
“document,” “Office” (meaning Patent and Trademark Office), 
“recorded document,” and “registration.” Definitions are pro- 
vided to make clear the intended meanings of the terms used in 
Part 3. These definitions are intended to be applicable only to Part 
3. For example, the term “application” is defined, for the purpose 
of Part 3, to mean a national application for patent, an interna- 
tional application for patent that designates the United States of 
America, or an application to register a trademark, unless other- 
wise indicated. 

Section 3.11 replaces and modifies the practice set forth in §§ 
1.331(a) and 2.185(a), which specify the documents the Office 
will record. This section specifies that assignments of patents 
and registrations will be recorded, as well as other documents 
which affect title to applications, registrations and patents. Sec- 
tion 3.11 requires that a completed cover sheet as specified in §§ 
3.28 and 3.31 be submitted with the document to be recorded. 

Section 3.16 is added to incorporate the limitation set out in 
15 U.S.C. § 1060 proscribing the assignment of an intent-to-use 
trademark application prior to the filing of a statement of use, 
except as a part of the sale of an on-going business. Because the 
rules in Part 3 are intended to address all rules relating to 
assignments, it is appropriate to refer to the statutory require- 
ments of an assignment of an intent-to-use trademark applica- 
tion. 

Section 3.21 replaces and modifies the practice of § 1.331(c). 
Section 3.21 sets forth requirements for the identification of 
patents or patent applications in documents submitted for re- 
cording. An assignment relating to a patent must identify the 
patent by number. The name of the inventor, the issue date, and 
title of the invention as stated in the patent may also be given in 
the assignment to provide additional information on the patent 
being assigned. An assignment relating to a national patent 
application must identify the national patent application by 
application number (consisting of the series code and the serial 
number, e.g., 07/123,456) or serial number and filing date. An 
assignment relating to an international patent application which 








JANUARY 4, 1994 


designates the United States of America must identify the inter- 
national application number (e.g., PCT/US90/01234). The name 
of the inventor, date of filing, and title of the invention as stated 
in the patent application may also be given in the assignment. If 
an assignment is executed concurrently with, or subsequent to, 
the execution of the patent application, but before the patent 
application is filed, it must identify the patent application by its 
date of execution, name of each inventor, and title of the inven- 
tion so that there can be no mistake as to the patent application 
intended. Assignments submitted for recording that do not iden- 
tify the patent or patent application as required by this section 
will not be recorded, but will be returned to the correspondence 
address that is required to be provided on the cover sheet by § 
3.31(e). 

Section 3.24 is added to set out formal document require- 
ments to facilitate and expedite the recording process. This 
section requires that documents, either the original or a true copy 
of the original, submitted for recording be legible, using only one 
side of each page. The paper used should be flexible, white, 
durable, and preferably no larger than 21.6 x 33.1 cm. (8 x 14 
inches), with a 2.5 cm. (one-inch) margin on all sides. Docu- 
ments submitted in this form are camera-ready and can be 
recorded expeditiously with little additional handling required. 
Documents that fail to meet the legibility and single-sided paper 
requirements of this section will be returned as set forth in 3.51. 

Section 3.26 replaces and modifies the practice of §§ 1.331(b) 
and 2.185(a)(2). Section 3.26 provides that the Office will accept 
and record non-English documents provided they are accompa- 
nied by a verified English translation signed by the translator. 
Documents submitted that fail to meet the requirements of this 
section will be returned as set forth in § 3.51. 

Section 3.27 is added to set out how documents submitted for 
recording should be addressed to the Office. To ensure prompt 
and proper processing, documents and their cover sheets should 
be addressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Box Assignments, Washington, D.C. 20231, unless they are 
filed together with new applications or with a petition under § 
3.81(b). Petitions under § 3.81(b) should be addressed to the 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Box DAC, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20231. New applications and other petitions should be 
addressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Section 3.28 is added to set out the requirement that all 
documents submitted to the Office for recording be accompa- 
nied by at least one cover sheet referring either to the patent 
applications and patents or to the trademark applications and 
registrations against which the document is to be recorded. Only 
one set of documents and cover sheets to be recorded should be 
filed. If a document to be recorded includes interests in, or 
transactions involving, both patents and trademarks, separate 
patent and trademark cover sheets must be submitted. If a 
document to be recorded is not accompanied by a completed 
cover sheet, the document and any incomplete cover sheet will 
be returned to the correspondence address for proper completion 
of the cover sheet and resubmission of the cover sheet and 
document. While the previous rules did not require a cover sheet 
to accompany each document submitted for recording, typically 
a cover letter is submitted to ensure proper processing of the 
document. The Office is making 2 cover sheet mandatory in 
order to better ensure prompt and proper processing of all 
documents submitted for recording. The cover sheet contains all 
the information necessary for the Office to process the docu- 
ment. 

Section 3.31 is added to set out the formal requirements of the 
cover sheet. Section 3.31 requires that each patent or trademark 
cover sheet must contain (1) the name of the party conveying the 
interest; (2) the name and address of the party receiving the 
interest; (3) a brief description of the interest conveyed or 
transaction to be recorded (e.g., assignment, license, change of 
name, merger, security agreement, etc.); (4) each application 
number, patent number or registration number against which the 
document is to be recorded, or an indication that the document is 
filed together with a patent application; (5) the name and address 
of the party to whom correspondence concerning the document 
to be recorded should be mailed; (6) the number of applications, 
patents or registrations identified in the cover sheet and the total 
fee; (7) the date the document was executed; (8) an indication 
that the assignee of a trademark application or registration who 
is not domiciled in the United States has designated a domcstic 
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representative; (9) a statement by the party submitting the docu- 
ment that to the best of the person’s knowledge and belief, the 
information contained on the cover sheet is true and correct, and 
(10) the signature of the party submitting the document. The term 
“party” as used in this rule means the person whose name 
appears on the documents to be recorded, that person’s attorney 
or registered agent, or a corporate officer where a corporation’ s 
name appears on the document. Sample cover sheets for patent 
documents and for trademark documents are shown in Appendi- 
ces A and B. 

Section 3.34 is added to set out the procedure to correct 
obvious errors in a recorded cover sheet. This section requires 
that if a recorded cover sheet contains an error that is apparent 
when the cover sheet is compared with the recorded document, 
the error will be corrected only if a corrected cover sheet is filed 
for recordation. The corrected cover sheet must be accompanied 
by the originally-recorded document or a copy of the originally- 
recorded document and by a new assignment recording fee in the 
appropriate amount. 

Section 3.41 replaces and consolidates practice under §§ 
1.331(a) and 2.185(a)(3) regarding recording fees. Section 3.41 
requires that all requests to record documents be accompanied 
by the appropriate fee. A fee is charged for each application, 
patent and registration identified in the cover sheet. The record- 
ing fee for patents and patent applications is specified in § 
1.21(h). The recording fee for trademark registrations and appli- 
cations is specified in § 2.6(q). 

Section 3.51 replaces and modifies the practice of §§ 1.332 
and 2.185(c). Section 3.51 sets the date of recording of a docu- 
ment as the date the document meeting the requirements for 
recording set forth in this Part is filed in the Office. A document 
which does not comply with the identification requirements of § 
3.21 will not be recorded. For documents not accepted for 
recording, parties can petition under 37 CFR §§ 1.181 and 
2.146(a). Other documents not meeting the requirements for 
recording, for example, a document submitted without a com- 
pleted cover sheet, without the required fee, or without any 
required translation, will be returned for correction to the sender 
when a return address is available. The returned papers, stamped 
with the official date of receipt in the Office, will be accompanied 
by a letter indicating that if the returned papers are corrected and 
resubmitted to the Office within time specified in the letter, the 
Office will consider the original date of filing of the papers as the 
date of recording of the papers. Submitters can use the certificate 
procedure under either § 1.8 or § 1.10 for resubmissions of 
returned papers if they desire to have the benefit of the date of 
deposit in the United States Postal Service. If the returned papers 
are not corrected and resubmitted within the specified period, the 
date of filing of the corrected papers will be considered to be the 
date of recording of the papers. Extensions of time will not be 
available to extend the specified period to resubmit the returned 
papers. 

Section 3.54 is added to set out the effect of recording a 
document. This section states that the recording of a document is 
not a determination by the Office of the validity of the document 
or the effect that document has on the title to an application, a 
patent, or a registration. The Office will determine, when neces- 
sary, what effect a document has, including whether a party has 
the authority to take an action in a matter pending before the 
Office. Examples of when the Office will need to determine 
whether a party has the authority to take an action in a matter 
pending before the Office include: (1) prosecution by the as- 
signee as in § 3.71; (2) consent of an assignee to the filing of a 
reissue application as provided in § 1.172; and (3) execution of 
a disclaimer under § 1.321 by an assignee. 

Section 3.56 replaces and modifies the practice of § 1.333. 
Section 3.56 provides that an assignment, which at the time of its 
execution is conditional on a given act or event, will be treated 
by the Office as an absolute assignment. This section serves as 
notification as to how a conditional assignment will be treated by 
the Office in any proceeding requiring a determination of the 
owner of an application, patent or registration. Since the Office 
will not determine whether a condition has been fulfilled, the 
Office will treat the submission of such an assignment for 
recordation as signifying that the act or event has occurred. 

Section 3.61 replaces and modifies the practice of § 
2.185(a)(4). Section 3.61 sets forth that an assignee of a trade- 
mark application or registration not domiciled in the United 
States must designate a domestic representative in writing to the 
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Office. Assignees of patent applications or patents may desig- 
nate domestic representatives if the assignee is not residing in the 
United States. 35 U.S.C. § 293. The designation is required to 
state the name and address of a person residing within the United 
States on whom may be served process or notice of proceedings 
affecting the application, patent or registration or rights thereun- 
der. 

Section 3.71 replaces and modifies the practice of §§ 1.32 and 
2.186. Section 3.71 sets forth that the assignee of record of the 
entire right, title and interest in an application for patent is 
entitled to conduct the prosecution of the patent application to 
the exclusion of the named inventor. Similarly, the assignee of an 
application for registration is entitled to conduct the prose- 
cution of the trademark application to the exclusion of the 
applicant. 

Section 3.73 is added to set out the procedure by which an 
assignee can establish the right to take action in an application, 
patent or registration. The inventor is presumed to be the original 
owner of a patent application and any patent that may issue 
therefrom, unless there is an assignment. The original applicant 
is presumed to be the original owner of a trademark application 
and any registratior that may issue therefrom, unless there is an 
assignment. Any action before the Office with respect to an 
assigned patent application, patent, or reexamination may be 
taken by the assignee of the entire right, title, and interest, 
provided ownership is established to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner. The assignee may establish ownership by sub- 
mitting to the Office documentary evidence of a chain of title 
from the original owner to the assignee or by specifying (e.g., 
reel and frame number, etc.) where such evidence is recorded in 
the Office. Additionally, when a patent assignee is not repre- 
sented by an attorney or registered agent, a statement signed by 
the assignee must also be submitted stating the evidence has been 
reviewed and certifying that, to the best of the party’s knowledge 
and belief, title is in the party seeking to take the action. Docu- 
ments submitted to establish ownership may be required to be 
recorded in the Office as a condition to permitting the requesting 
party to take action in a matter pending before the Office. Any 
action before the Office with respect to an assigned trademark 
registration, application or post-registration matter, may be taken 
by the assignee provided ownership is established to the satisfac- 
tion of the Commissioner by recording an assignment to the 
assignee or by submitting other proof of the assignment. 

Section 3.81 replaces and modifies the practice of § 1.334. 
Section 3.81 sets forth the procedure for issuance of a patent to 
an assignee. If an assignment of the entire right, title, and interest 
is recorded before the issue fee is paid for a patent application, the 
patent may issue in the name of the assignee. If the assignee holds 
an undivided part interest, the patent may issue jointly to the 
inventor and the assignee. At the time the issue fee is paid, the 
name of the assignee must be provided if the patent is to issue 
solely or jointly to that assignee. If the assignment is submitted 
for recording after the date of payment of the issue fee, but prior 
to issuance of the patent, the assignee may petition that the patent 
issue to the assignee. Any such petition must be accompanied by 
the fee set forth in §1.17(i)(1). 

Section 3.85 replaces and modifies the practice of § 2.187. 
Section 3.85 sets forth the procedure for issuance of a registra- 
tion to an assignee. The certificate of registration may be issued 
to the assignee of the applicant, or in anew name of the applicant, 
provided that the party files a written request in the trademark 
application record by the time the application is being prepared 
for issuance of the certificate of registration, and an appropriate 
document is recorded in the Office. If the assignment or name 
change document has not been recorded in the Office, then the 
written request must state that the document has been filed for 
recordation. The address of the assignee must be made of record 
in the trademark application file. 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


The comments received in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking have been given careful consideration and a number 
of the suggested modifications have been adopted. The com- 
ments and responses are discussed below. 

In this discussion, “Patent and Trademark Office” is abbrevi- 
ated as “Office” or “PTO.” 

Comment: Two comments were received addressed to the 
overall rule package. One comment expressed concern over the 
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potential confusion of instituting a new Part 3. It was suggested 
that Parts | and 2 be amended to contain the necessary changes. 
Another comment was concerned that the rules and specifically 
the new cover sheet requirement would impede promptness and 
accuracy of the recordation process. 

Response: The Office has determined that the new rules will 
result in greater efficiency and accuracy in the recordation 
process and improve the integrity of the records maintained by 
the PTO. Further, the PTO believes that a new Part 3, containing 
all rules relating to assignments, will be beneficial to the majority 
of patent and trademark system users. 

Comment: Section 3.1 was proposed to define “application” 
as an application for patent or an application to register a 
trademark. One comment questioned whether international ap- 
plications filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty were in- 
cluded in the definition of the word “application.” 

Two comments were received concerning the definition of 
“assignment.” As proposed, § 3.1 defines “assignment” of a 
trademark in terms of a “trademark application” or “registra- 
tion.” The comments suggested that because Section 10 of the 
Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1060, speaks in terms of a “regis- 
tered mark” or a “mark for which application to register has been 
filed,” which was reflected in previous trademark rule 2.186, the 
different terminology may be construed to permit assignment of 
a trademark without assignment of the underlying goodwill. 

Response: The wording of § 3.1 has been changed to include 
both national applications for patent and international applica- 
tions that designate the United States in the term “application.” 

Also to avoid any potential confusion over the definition of a 
trademark assignment, the Office adopted the suggestion to 
reflect Section 10 of the Trademark Act and to refer to a 
“registered mark” or a “mark for which application to register 
has been filed” in its definition of assignment. 

Comment: As proposed, § 3.16 provides that an application to 
register a mark under 15 U.S.C. § 1051(b) cannot be assigned 
before a statement of use is filed except to a successor to an 
ongoing business of the original applicant. One comment sug- 
gested § 3.16 be further amended to correct a legislative over- 
sight and permit assignment of the application after an amend- 
ment to allege use is filed. 

One other comment suggested the PTO define the statutory 
language “successor to the business of the applicant.” 

Response: As proposed, Rule 3.16 merely restates the statute. 
To permit the filing of an assignment to a successor to an on- 
going business before an amendment to allege use has been filed 
would make the rule inconsistent with the statute. 

As to the definition of “successor to the business of the 
applicant,” it has been determined that in the absence of any 
statutory definition, it is better left to case law to establish the 
meaning. A business, or portion thereof, can be transferred or 
assigned in a variety of ways, and the question of valid 
ownership might arise in a variety of circumstances. For the 
PTO to define what constitutes a successor may be duly restric- 
tive. 

Accordingly, the suggested modifications have not been 
adopted. 

Comment: Section 3.21, as proposed, provides that an assign- 
ment of a patent or patent application must be identified by 
number. One comment requested a further amendment to allow 
the filing of a patent assignment after filing an application for 
patent but before knowing the application number by allowing 
identification by the execution date, inventors and title of the 
invention instead of the application number. 

Another comment suggested that assignments relating to 
trademark applications and registrations should also be required 
to have the identifying serial and registration numbers within the 
body of the assignment document. 

One comment questioned whether the patent identification 
number was required in the document or whether the number 
could just appear on the cover sheet. 

Response: Providing the identifying number in the assign- 
ment document allows for greater efficiency and accuracy in 
recording assignments. However, unlike patents, trademarks 
can have an indefinite life. Assignments may be recorded years 
after an assignment has occurred to clear up the chain of title. It 
may not be possible to execute a new assignment to include 
identifying numbers in the document years later. Accordingly, it 
is preferable for the PTO to be more flexible in recording 
trademark assignments which may contain the identifying num- 
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ber in the cover sheet rather than in the document itself. Because 
of the nature of a patent, less flexibility is permitted. Patent rights, 
unlike trademark rights, do not exist apart from the issued patent. 
Accordingly, when an interest in a patent is transferred, the 
patent identifying number must be in the assignment document. 
This requirement only applies to assignments, not to documents 
other than assignments. 

The PTO makes every effort to provide applicants with the 
application numbers for newly-filed patent applications as soon 
as possible. It is suggested, however, that assignment documents 
may be written to allow entry of the identifying number after the 
execution of the assignment. An example of acceptable wording 
is: “I hereby authorize and request my attorney, (Insert name), of 
(Insert address), to insert here in parentheses (Application num- 
ber , filed) the filing date and application number of 
said application when known.” 

Accordingly, the suggested modifications have not been 
adopted. 

Comment: Section 3.24, as proposed, provides the formai 
requirements for the documents which are to be recorded and the 
cover sheet. Three comments stated that the one-side only 
requirement was unreasonable in light of PTO’s issuance of two- 
sided patent and trademark copies and of the practices of other 
governments and corporations over which the submitter would 
have no control. 

One comment requested clarification of “bond weight paper” 
and suggested the language used in the rules setting out drawing 
requirements be adopted. 

One comment stated that the document size requirements 
should only pertain to documents prepared and executed by 
parties who wish to convey title. 

Two comments questioned whether the PTO would permit 
the filing of copies or true copies in lieu of the original documents 
for recording 

Response: The formal requirements set out in § 3.24 are 
related to PTO’s ability to capture on film papers filed with the 
PTO. The requirements are not related to the other printing or 
photocopying services PTO provides. Micrographics reproduc- 
tion requires that only one side of each page be used for effi- 
ciency. If the original document is two-sided or the wrong size, 
the practitioner can comply with this requirement by providing 
a true copy of the original document using only one side of each 
page on the correct size paper. The language in § 3.24 has been 
changed to clarify that true copies or originals are acceptable. 
Further, the language describing the type of paper to be used has 
been changed to be consistent with the drawing requirement 
rules. 

Comment: Section 3.28, as proposed, provides that all re- 
quests to record a document must be accompanied by the 
document to be recorded and at least one cover sheet. One 
comment expressed confusion over whether the document must 
be accompanied by a cover letter as well as a request for 
recording. One comment stated the requirement for a cover sheet 
did not help the PTO with the documents which are file with 
applications and the commenter did not see the need for an 
additional paper included among the papers for a new applica- 
tion. 

Response: The first sentence has been rewritten to clarify that 
only the document and a cover sheet(s) must be submitted. A 
separate request for recording is not required or needed. Because 
the cover sheet provides all pertinent information in one place, it 
will greatly assist the processing of assignments by the PTO. For 
those applications which are filed with an assignment, the addi- 
tional cover sheet required for the assignment aids the process- 
ing of the assignment. 

Comment: Numerous comments were received on the pro- 
posed cover sheet requirements of § 3.31. One comment ques- 
tions whether the form or the contents of the form are being 
required and cautioned that the cover sheet should not become a 
technical obstacle to recordation. 

Two comments claimed the cover sheet requirement would 
be burdensome and the documents recorded should speak for 
themselves. 

Two comments objected to the requirement for the character- 
ization of the interest being conveyed. One of the commentors 
indicated it was not the best evidence of what the interest is and 
may be misleading while the second commentor was concerned 
practitioners would be subject to malpractice claims and be made 
parties to litigation involving the transfer. 
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One comment stated that requiring the assignee’s address was 
burdensome and excessive. Three comments questioned the 
lack of consistency between proposed subsections (a) and (b) of 
§ 3.31 which requires only the name of the conveyor but both the 
name and address of the receiver. 

Two comments stated that the language of the rule was 
unclear as to whether the list of properties within the assignment 
document should be retyped on the cover sheet, which would be 
burdensome and fraught with potential errors. 

One comment was received suggesting that properties be 
identified with as much information as possible (i.e., serial 
number, patent number, filing date, inventors, etc.). 

Four comments stated that the requirement for an execution 
date of the document is excessive and burdensome. One of the 
comments stated that the execution date may not be as important 
as the effective date of the document. One suggested the effec- 
tive date would be more accurate and another suggested the 
document should speak for itself. One additional comment 
siated that a nunc pro tunc assignment of the substantive rights 
of an assignee or assignor may be unduly affected by the 
requirement for recitation of the execution date. 

Nine comments were received objecting to the language of 
the proposed verification. Some comments recommended that 
the verification statement be deleted. Other comments recom- 
mended that the verification statement be based on “information 
and belief.” The comments indicated (1) practitioners did not 
want to be held responsible for the information entered on the 
cover sheet, (2) there was no purpose served by signing the cover 
sheet because the documents should speak for themselves and 
(3) under 37 C.F.R. § 10.18, a registered practitioner's signature 
indicates that the filing is correct. 

One commeni suggested that proposed § 3.31(i) does not 
recognize the right of some non-lawyers to practice in trademark 
matters before the PTO. 

Additionally, many comments and suggestions were received 
on the layout of the sample cover sheets. 

Response: The proposed purpose of the cover sheet is to 
provide a synopsis of the vital information contained in a re- 
corded document. The cover sheet form itself is not required, 
only the information outlined in § 3.31 is required. Use of the 
sample cover sheet formats appearing as Appendices A and B to 
the rule package is encouraged. The Office will make paper 
copies of the sample cover sheets available for customer use. 
Persons wishing to obtain paper copies of the sample cover 
sheets should contact the Public Service Center at (703) 305- 
HELP. Questions regarding the sample cover sheets should be 
directed to the Assignment and Certification Services Division at 
(703) 308-9700. 

As indicated in the proposed rule package, a majority of 
documents presently filed for recording are accompanied by a 
cover letter containing much of the information required in § 
3.31. The PTO does not believe standardization of the informa- 
tion submitted is an undue burden. Standardization ensures easy 
reference to all critical information. Further, the parties or their 
representatives are in a better position to know or ascertain the 
nature of the interest invoived than the PTO. The document will 
always speak for itself. However, a characterization assists in 
putting others on notice as to the nature of the transaction. 

It was determined that a verification is not required. The 
language has been changed to a statement on the cover sheet 
based on “information and belief.” Further, § 3.31(i) has been 
divided into two paragraphs, one for the statement that is re- 
quired and one for the signature. 

The address of the assignee or receiving party is vital informa- 
tion for maintaining complete assignment records. The original 
owner is the applicant, for which the Office has the address of 
record. Each subsequent assignee address is then obtained 
under this requirement and is of record if the PTO or public 
needs to contact the present assignee. The execution date is 
required to determine whether an assignment has been recorded 
within three months provided in 35 U.S.C. § 261 and 15 U.S.C. 
§ 1060. 

When there is a listing of properties contained within a 
document, any listing may be copied and attached to the cover 
sheet to reduce the amount of typing necessary. A notation of this 
attachment can be made in lieu of entering every property 
identification number on the cover sheet. Should submitters 
provide information in addition to that required by § 3.31, it is 
always welcome, but not required. 
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The comments received on the layout of the sample cover 
sheets have all been considered and some modifications have 
been made. However, the sample cover sheet is not required and 
it is not part of the rules. 

Comment: Section 3.34, as proposed, provides for correction 
of errors in a recorded cover sheet when the error is apparent by 
comparing the information on the cover sheet with the recorded 
document itself. One comment received expressed confusion 
regarding the correction procedure. Another comment sug- 
gested that corrections should not be limited to apparent errors. 

Response: The PTO will not compare the cover sheet with the 
original documents during the recording process except to as- 
sure that application and patent numbers are present in patent 
assignments. Otherwise, it will only check to see that the cover 
sheet is complete. When a submitter discovers an obvious error 
on the recorded cover sheet, the PTO will consider a request to 
correct it when it receives: (1) the original recorded document (or 
a copy); (2) a corrected cover sheet; and (3) the appropriate fee 
for each property to be corrected. The PTO will then compare the 
cover sheet with the document to determine whether the error is 
apparent on its face. If the error is obvious, the corrected cover 
sheet will be recorded and the respective Office records cor- 
rected. If the error is not obvious, the procedure set forth in the 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, MPEP § 323 will gov- 
ern for patents and the procedure set forth in Jn re Abacab 
International Computers Ltd. (Assignee of IHEC, Ltd.), 21 
USPQ2d 1078 (Comm’r Pats. 1987), on reconsideration, 21 
USPQ2d 1079 (Comm’r Pats. 1988) will govern for trademarks. 
Submitters may also petition under § 1.833 or § 2.146 for other 
corrections. Typographical errors made by the Office will be 
corrected without charge when brought to our attention. 

Accordingly, the suggested modification has not been adopted. 
The rule has only been changed to correct a cross reference. 

Comment: As proposed, § 3.51 provides that the date of 
recording is the date all of the required information is filed in the 
Office. Incomplete documents will be returned. If the returned 
documents are resubmitted timely, the document will retain the 
date on which it was received as incomplete. Two comments 
were received regarding the time period to be set by the PTO. 
One comment indicated that any delay may affect the require- 
ments of 15 U.S.C. § 1060. It was therefore recommended that 
the PTO make some type of “conditional entry” in the records 
indicating an assignment has been submitted so interested mem- 
bers of the public could ascertain that there may be an effective 
recording date. The other comment suggested the time period for 
resubmission be long enough to allow communication with 
foreign parties, but it should be no longer than six months. 

Response: After a review of the proposed rule, it was deter- 
mined that the language of § 3.51 should be clarified to reflect 
that the originally-submitted papers with the official Office date 
stamp indicating the original receipt date in the Office must be 
returned in order to retain the original date. It is the intent of the 
PTO to set the time for response at one month from the date of 
mailing of the returned documents from the PTO. It is believed 
that most correctable errors will involve an incomplete cover 
sheet or the amount of the fee submitted, both of which can be 
corrected within one month. 

Further, it is the policy of the PTO to make of record only 
those documents which meet the requirements for recording. It 
is not beneficial to cloud title to properties with potential trans- 
fers. 

Comment: Section 3.56, as proposed, is a restatement of 
former § 1.333 and is made applicable to trademarks. It provides 
that an assignment which is made conditional upon a condition 
subsequent will be regarded by the Office as an absolute assign- 
ment. One comment was received inquiring as to whether § 3.56 
applied to security interests, another was received requesting a 
reference in the rules to recording of security agreements. 

Response: Section 3.56 is applicable only to assignments, as 
they are defined by § 3.1, that is, a transfer of right, title and 
interest in a patent or a trademark. A security interest or a security 
agreement is in the nature of a lien, not an assignment. Accord- 
ingly, § 3.56 would not apply to security interests or security 
agreements which are also recordable. It applies to conditional 
assignments because the Office has no way of determining 
whether and when conditions are satisfied and therefore must 
address this type of assignment in a uniform manner. The 
reference to the recordability of security agreements is referred 
to here in the final rule package. 
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Comment: The second sentence of § 3.71, as proposed, 
provides: “[t}he assignee of record of the entire right title and 
interest in a trademark application or registration is entitled to 
conduct the prosecution of the trademark application or registra- 
tion to the exclusion of the original applicant or previous as- 
signee.” One comment suggested, as had been recommended for 
the definitions in § 3.1, that language be adopted consistent with 
Section 10 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1060, so there be 
no confusion as to what can be assigned in the trademark area and 
further, that the language requiring “entire right, title and inter- 
est” be deleted. 

Response: As was the case with the PTO’s review of § 3.1, the 
language in § 3.71 has also been modified to eliminate any 
confusion. Accordingly, § 3.71 now provides for assignments of 
registered marks or a mark for which an application for registra- 
tion has been filed, making it consistent with § 3.1. While this 
change cannot prevent assignments from being made with- 
out the underlying goodwill, it may eliminate some confu- 
sion. 

Comment: Section 3.73, as proposed, provided that a full 
assignee could take any action before the Office with respect to 
the assigned application, patent, or registration provide owner- 
ship is established to the satisfaction of the Commissioner. The 
rule further provided that ownership could be established by 
providing documentary evidence of the chain of title to the 
assignee. The assignee was also required to submit a verified 
statement stating the evidence had been reviewed and certifying 
to the best of the party’s belief, title is in the party seeking to take 
the action. The Office reserved the right to require recordation of 
any ownership documents. One comment suggested the proce- 
dure was too “elaborate” and “confusing” to permit the submit- 
ting party to act rapidly. Another comment suggested the Office 
use the language of former § 2.186 which only required “the 
assignment has been recorded or that proof of the assignment has 
been submitted” to enable action by the assignee. 

Another comment suggested that a simple statement identify- 
ing the documents thought to place ownership in a party should 
be sufficient. It was believed that no additional benefit accrued 
by having the party state that they believed they were entitled to 
take the action because whether or not a party can act is a 
determination the PTO must make. 

Two comments suggested that a literal reading of the rule 
would require every paper filed on behalf of an assignee be 
accompanied by a proof of ownership. One comment suggested 
it was too harsh to preclude a party from taking action in a 
trademark matter until proof of ownership is established to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner. Rather, it was suggested that 
a party be permitted to take action once documents establishing 
ownership are filed. 

One comment received pointed to the proposed language of 
§ 3.73 providing the statement must be signed by the party or its 
attorney or agent of record which was a greater requirement than 
§ 1.34(a), if that was intended. 

Another comment suggested that the proposed language be 
changed by deleting the provision that ownership must be 
established to the satisfaction of the Commissioner and substitut- 
ing therefore “provided the assignee is owner of the entire right, 
title, and interest in the patent application, patent, registeredmark 
or mark for which an application for registration has been filed.” 

One final comment suggested that § 3.73 be changed to 
specifically set forth that it applied to secure Office acceptance 
of a Section 8 or 15 affidavit or a Section 9 application, 15 U.S.C. 
§§ 1058, 1059, for trademark filings, and requested examples of 
the types of documents necessary to establish ownership. 

Response: Ownership need only be established the first time 
the new party wants to act in patent and trademark cases, 
provided the appropriate documents are recorded. Section 3.73(b) 
is modified to provide that a statement of ownership need only be 
provided when a patent assignee wishes to act on a matter. For 
patents, the PTO believes it is appropriate for the patent assignee 
to review the documents it believes establishes its ownership 
prior to filing a paper signed by that assignee. Additionally, the 
statement will certify that to the best of the assignee’s knowledge 
and belief, title is in that assignee. This will establish, to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner, that the assignee knows of no 
other document establishing title in someone other than the 
assignee. The PTO will still make the determination of whether 
the assignee is entitled to take action after a review of the 
documents. 
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For trademarks the action sought to be taken can be submitted 
simultaneously by the party. The action will be examined as will 
the claim of ownership and the party will be notified whether it 
is satisfactory. As in the past, “any action” refers to post- 
registration documents as well. 


Other Considerations 


The rule changes are in conformity with the requirements of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not |:ave a signifi- 
cant adverse economic impact on a substantial number of small 
entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The prin- 
cipal impact of these changes is to require that a cover sheet 
accompany each document submitted for recording. The rule 
change includes no additional! or increased fees. Substantive 
rights to use trademarks and patents are not adversely affected. 

The Office has determined that these rule changes are not a 
major rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on 
the economy will be less than $100 million. Because most of the 
changes reduce procedural burdens, there will be no major 
increase in costs or prices for consumers; individual industries; 
Federal, state or local government agencies; or geographic 
regions. There will be no significant adverse effects on compe- 
tition, employment, investment, productivity, or innovation, or 
on the ability of United States-based enterprises to compete with 
foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

These rule changes contain a collection-of-information re- 
quirement subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq. The rule changes add a requirement for a 
cover sheet to be submitted with each document to be recorded 
that will expedite the recording process and improve quality. 
This collection of information requirement is cleared under 
OMB Control No. 0651-0011. The public reporting burden for 
this requirement is estimated to be one-half hour per filing, 
including the time for reviewing instructions, searching exis- 
ting data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, 
and completing and reviewing the collections of informa- 
tion. 

The Office has also determined that this notice has no Feder- 
alism implications affecting the relationship between the Na- 
tional Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 


List of Subjects 
37 CFR Part 1 
Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Freedom of 
information, Inventions and patents, Reporting and recordkeeping 
requirement. 


37 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Lawyers, 
Trademarks. 


37 CFR Part 3 


Administrative practice and procedure, Inventions and pat- 
ents, Trademarks, Reporting and recordkeeping requirement. 


For the reasons set out in the preamble and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 15 U.S.C. 1123 and 35 U.S.C. 6, parts 1, 
2 and 3 of title 37 of the Code of Federal Regulations are 
amended as set forth below. 

PART I - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 1 would continue to 
read as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.12 paragraphs (a) and (d) ar revised to read as 
follows: 
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§ 1.12 Assignment records open to public inspection. 


(a) (1) Separate assignment records are maintained in the 
Patent and Trademark Office for patents and trademarks. The 
assignment records, relating to original or reissue patents, in- 
cluding digests and indexes, for assignments recorded on or after 
May |, 1957, and assignment records relating to pending or 
abandoned trademark applications and to trademark registra- 
tions, for assignments recorded on or after January |, 1955, are 
open to public inspection at the Patent and Trademark Office, 
and copies of those assignment records may be obtained upon 
request and payment of the fee set forth in §§ 1.19 and 2.6 of this 
Chapter. 

(2) All records of assignments of patents recorded before May 
1, 1957, and all records of trademark assignments recorded 
before January |, 1955, are maintained by the National Archives 
and Records Administration (NARA). The records are open to 
public inspection. Certified and uncertified copies of those 
assignment records are provided by NARA upon request and 
payment of the fees required by NARA. 


KK 


(d) An order for a copy of an assignment or other document 
should identify the reel and frame number where the assignment 
or document is recorded. If a document is identified without 
specifying its correct reel and frame, an extra charge as set forth 
in § 1.21(j) will be made for the time consumed in making a 
search for such assignment. 


3. Section 1.17 is amended by revising paragraph (i)(1) to 
read as follows: 


§ 1.17 Patent application processing fees. 


REKK 


(i)(1) For filing a petition to the Commissioner under a sec- 
tion of this part listed below which refers to this para- 


.12 — for access to an assignment record. 

.14 — for access to an application. 

.53 — to accord a filing date. 

.55 — for entry of late priority papers. 

.60 — to accord a filing date. 

.62 — to accord a filing date. 

.103 — to suspend action in application. 

-177 — for divisional reissues to issues separately. 
.312 — for amendment after payment of issue fee. 
.313 — to withdraw an application from issue. 
.314 — to defer issuance of a patent. 
} 1.666(b) — for access to interference settlement agree- 


§ 3.81 — for patent to issue to assignee, assignment submit- 
ted after payment of the issue fee. 


EEE 


4. Section 1.32 is removed and reserved. 
1.32 [Reserved] 

5. Section 1.46 is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.46 Assigned inventions and patents. 


In case the whole or a part interest in the invention or in the 
patent to be issued is assigned, the application must still be made 
or authorized to be made, and an oath or declaration signed, by 
the inventor or one of the persons mentioned in §§ 1.42, 1.43, or 
1.47. However, the patent may be issued to the assignee or jointly 
to the inventor and the assignee as provided in § 3.81. 


6. Section 1.104 is amended by revising paragraph (e) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.104 Nature of examination; examiner’s action. 


EK 
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(e) Co-pending applications will be considered by the exam- 
iner to be owned by, or subject to an obligation of assignment to, 
the same person if: 

(1) the application files refer to assignments recorded in the 
Patent and Trademark Office in accordance with Part 3 of this 
chapter which convey the entire rights in the applications to the 
same person or organization; or 

(2) copies of unrecorded assignments which convey the 
entire rights in the applications to the same person or organiza- 
tion are filed in each of the applications; or 

(3) an affidavit or declaration by the common owner is filed 
which states that there is common ownership and states facts 
which explain why the affiant or declarant believes there is 
common ownership; or 

(4) other evidence is submitted which establishes common 
ownership of the applications. 

In circumstances where the common owner is a corporation 
or other organization, an affidavit or declaration may be signed 
by an official of the corporation or organization empowered to 
act on behalf of the corporation or organization. 


7. The undesignated center head above § 1.331 is revised to 
read as follows: 


Arbitration Awards 

8. Sections 1.331 through 1.334 are removed and reserved. 
§ 1.331- 1.334 [Reserved] 
Part2- RULES OF PRACTICE IN TRADEMARK CASES 


9. The authority citation for 37 CPR Part 2 continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise 
noted. 


10. The undesignated center head § 2.185 is removed. 

11. Sections 2.185 through 2.187 are removed and reserved. 
§ 2.185-2.187 [Reserved] 

12. Part 3 is added to read as follows: 


Part 3- ASSIGNMENT, RECORDING AND RIGHTS OF 
ASSIGNEE 


Sec. 

3.1 Definitions 

DOCUMENTS ELIGIBLE FOR RECORDING 

3.11 Documents which will be recorded. 

3.16 Assignability of trademarks prior to filing of use state- 


ments. 


REQUIREMENTS FOR RECORDING 


3.21 Identification of patents and patent applications. 

3.24 Formal requirements for documents and cover sheets. 

3.26 English language requirement. 

3.27 Mailing address for submitting documents to be re- 
corded. 

3.28 Requests for recording. 


COVER SHEET REQUIREMENTS 


3.31 Cover sheet content. 
3.34 Correction of cover sheet errors. 


FEES 

3.41 Recording fees. 

DATE AND EFFECT OF RECORDING 
3.51 Recording date. 
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3.54 Effect of recording. 
3.56 Conditional assignments. 


DOMESTIC REPRESENTATIVE 
3.61 Domestic representative. 
PROSECUTION BY ASSIGNEE 


3.71 Prosecution by assignee. 
3.73 Establishing right of assignee to prosecute. 


ISSUANCE TO ASSIGNEE 


3.81 Issue of patent to assignee. 
3.85 Issue of registration to assignee. 


Authority: 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6. 
§ 3.1 Definitions. 


For purposes of this part, the following definitions shall 
opty: 7 eae | 

Application means a national application for patent, an inter- 
national application that designates the United States of America, 
or an application to register a trademark unless otherwise indi- 
cated. 


Assignment means a transfer by a party of all or part of its 
right, title and interest in a patent or patent application, or a 
transfer of its entire right, title and interest in a registered mark or 
a mark for which an application to register has been filed. 


Document means a document which a party requests to be 
recorded in the Office pursuant to § 3.1 1 and which affects some 
interest in an application, patent, or registration. 


Office means the Patent and Trademark Office. 


Recorded document means a document which has been re- 
corded in the Office pursuant to § 3.11. 


Registration means a trademark registration issued by the 
Office. 


DOCUMENTS ELIGIBLE FOR RECORDING 
§ 3.11 Documents which will be recorded. 


Assignments of applications, patents, and registrations, ac- 
companied by completed cover sheets as specified in §§ 3.28 and 
3.31, will be recorded in the Office. Other documents, accompa- 
nied by completed cover sheets as specified in §§ 3.28 and 3.31, 
affecting title to applications, patents, or registrations, will be 
recorded as provided in this Part or at the discretion of the 
Commissioner. 


§ 3.16 Assignability of trademark prior to filing of use 
Statement. 


No application to register a mark under 15 U.S.C. 1051(b) is 
assignable prior to the filing of the verified statement of use 
under 15 U.S.C. 1051(d) except to a successor to the business of 
the applicant, or portion thereof, to which the mark pertains, if 
that business is ongoing and existing. 


REQUIREMENTS FOR RECORDING 
§ 3.21 Identification of patents and patent applications. 


An assignment relating to a patent must identify the patent by 
the patent number. An assignment relating to a national patent 
application must identify the national patent application by the 
application number (consisting of the series code and the serial 
number, e.g., 07/123,456) or the serial number and filing date. 
An assignment relating to an international patent application 
which designates the United States of America must identify the 
international application by the international application num- 
ber (e.g., PCT/US90/01234). If an assignment is executed con- 
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currently with, or subsequent to, the execution of the patent 
application, but before the patent application is filed, it must 
identify the patent application by its date of execution, name of 
each inventor, and title of the invention so that there can be no 
mistake as to the patent application intended. 


§ 3.24 Formal requirements for documents and cover 
sheets. 


The document and cover sheet must be legible. Either the 
original document or a true copy of the original document, may 
be submitted for recording. Only one side of each page shall be 
used. The paper used should be flexible, strong, white, non- 
shiny, durable, and preferably no larger than 21.6 x 33.1 cm. (8 
1/4 x 14 inches) with a 2.5 cm. (one-inch) margin on all 
sides. 


§ 3.26 English language requirement. 


The Office will accept and record non-English language 
documents only if accompanied by a verified English translation 
signed by the individual making the translation. 


§ 3.27 Mailing address for submitting documents to be 
recorded. 


Documents and cover sheets to be recorded should be ad- 
dressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Box 
Assignments, Washington, D.C. 20231, unless they are 
filed together with new applications or with a petition under § 
3.81(b). 


§ 3.28 Requests for recording. 


Each document submitted to the Office for recording must be 
accompanied by at least one cover sheet as specified in § 3.31 
referring either to those patent applications and patents, or to 
those trademark applications and registrations, against which the 
document is to be recorded. If a document to be recorded 
includes interests in, or transactions involving, both paients and 
trademarks, separate patent and trademark cover sheets must be 
submitted. Only one set of documents and cover sheets to be 
recorded should be filed. If a document to be recorded is not 
accompanied by a completed cover sheet, the document and any 
incomplete cover sheet will be returned pursuant to § 3.51 for 
proper completion of a cover sheet and resubmission of the 
document and a completed cover sheet. 


COVER SHEET REQUIREMENTS 
§ 3.31 Cover sheet content. 


(a) Each patent or trademark cover sheet required by § 3.28 
must contain: 

(1) the name of the party conveying the interest; 

(2) the name and address of the party receiving the inte- 
rest; 

(3) a description of the interest conveyed or transaction to 
be recorded; 

(4) each application number, patent number or registration 
number against which the document is to be recorded, or an 
indication that the document is filed together with a patent 
application; 

(5) the name and address of the party to whom correspon- 
dence concerning the request to record the document should be 
mailed; 

(6) the number of applications, patents or registrations 
identified in the cover sheet and the total fee; 

(7) the date the document was executed; 

(8) an indication that the assignee of a trademark applica- 
tion or registration who is not domiciled in the United States has 
designated a domestic representative (see § 3.61); and 

(9) a statement by the party submitting the document that 
to the best of the person’s knowledge and belief, the informa- 
tion contained on the cover sheet is true and correct and any 
copy submitted is a true copy of the original document; 
and 

(10) the signature of the party submitting the document. 

(b) A cover sheet may not refer to both patents and trademarks. 
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§ 3.34 Correction of cover sheet errors. 


(a) An error in a cover sheet recorded pursuant to 3.11 will be 
corrected only if: 
(1) the error is apparent when the cover sheet is compared 
with the recorded document to which it pertains and 
(2) a corrected cover sheet is filed for recordation. 


(b) The corrected cc-ver sheet must be accompanied by the 
originally recorded document or a copy of the originally 
recorded document and by the recording fee as set forth in 
§ 3.41. 


FEES 
§ 3.41 Recording fees. 


All requests to record documents must be accompanied by the 
appropriate fee. A fee is required for each application, patent and 
registration against which the document is recorded as identified 
in the cover sheet. The recording fee is set in § 1.21(h) of 
this Chapter for patents and in § 2.6(q) of this Chapter for 
trademarks. 


DATE AND EFFECT OF RECORDING 
§ 3.51 Recording date. 


The date of recording of a document is the date the document 
meeting the requirements for recording set forth in this Part is 
filed in the Office. A document which does not comply with the 
identification requirements of § 3.21 will not be recorded. Docu- 
ments not meeting the other requirements for recording, for 
example, a document submitted without a completed cover sheet 
or without the required fee, will be returned for correction to the 
sender where a correspondence address is available. The re- 
turned papers, stamped with the original date of receipt by the 
Office, will be accompanied by a letter which will indicate that 
if the returned papers are corrected and resubmitted to the Office 
within the time specified in the letter, the Office will consider the 
original date of filing of the papers as the date of recording of the 
document. The certification procedure under either § 1.8 or § 
1.10 of this Chapter may be used for resubmissions of returned 
papers to have the benefit of the date of deposit in the United 
States Postal Service. If the returned papers are not corrected and 
resubmitted within the specified period, the date of filing of the 
corrected papers will be considered to be the date of recording of 
the document. The specified period to resubmit the returned 
papers will not be extended. 


§ 3.54 Effect of recording. 


The recording of a document pursuant to § 3.11 is not a 
determination by the Office of the validity of the document or the 
effect that document has on the title to an application, a patent, 
or a registration. When necessary, the Office will determine 
what effect a document has, including whether a party has 
the authority to take an action in a matter pending before the 
Office. 


§ 3.56 Conditional assignments. 


Assignments which are made conditional on the performance 
of certain acts or events, such as the payment of money or other 
condition subsequent, if recorded in the Office, are regarded as 
absolute assignments for Office purposes until cancelled with 
the written consent of all parties or by the decree of a court of 
competent jurisdiction. The Office does not determine whether 
such conditions have been fulfilled. 


DOMESTIC REPRESENTATIVE 
§ 3.61 Domestic representative. 


If the assignee of a trademark application or registration is not 
domiciled in the United States, the assignee must designate, in 
writing to the Office, a domestic representative. An assignee of 
a patent application or patent may designate a domestic repre- 
sentative if the assignee is not residing in the United States. The 
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designation shall state the name and address of a person residing 
within the United States on whom may be served process or 
notice of proceedings affecting the application, patent or regis- 
tration or rights thereunder. 


PROSECUTION BY ASSIGNEE 
§ 3.71 Prosecution by assignee. 


The assignee of record of the entire right, title and interest in 
an application for patent is entitled to conduct the prosecution of 
the patent application to the exclusion of the named inventor or 
previous assignee. The assignee of a registered trademark or a 
trademark for which an application to register has been filed is 
entitled to conduct the prosecution of the trademark application 
or registration to the exclusion of the original applicant or 
previous assignee. 


§ 3.73 Establishing right of assignee to prosecute. 


(a) The inventor is presumed to be the owner of a patent 
application, and any patent that may issue therefrom, unless 
there is an assignment. The original applicant is presumed to be 
the owner of a trademark application unless there is an assign- 
ment. 

(b) When the assignee of the entire right, title and interest 
seeks to take action in a matter before the Office with respect to 
a patent application, trademark application, patent, registration, 
or reexamination proceeding, the assignee must establish its 
ownership of the property to the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioner. Ownership is established by submitting to the Office 
documentary evidence of a chain of title from the original owner 
to the assignee or by specifying (e.g. reel and frame number, etc.) 
where such evidence is recorded in the Office. Documents 
submitted to establish ownership may be required to be recorded 
as a condition to permitting the assignee to take action in a matter 
pending before the Office. In addition, the assignee of a patent 
application or patent must submit a statement specifying that the 
evidentiary documents have been reviewed and certifying that, 
to the best of assignee’s knowledge and belief, title is in the 
assignee seeking to take the action. 


ISSUANCE TO ASSIGNEE 
§ 3.81 Issue of patent to assignee. 


(a) For a patent application, if an assignment of the entire right, 
title, and interest is recorded before the issue fee is paid, the 
patent may issue in the name of the assignee. If the assignee holds 
an undivided part interest, the patent may issue jointly to the 
inventor and the assignee. At the time the issue fee is paid, the 
name of the assignee must be provided if the patent is to issue 
solely or jointly to that assignee. 


(b) If the assignment is submitted for recording after the date 
of payment of the issue fee, but prior to issuance of the patent, the 
assignee may petition that the patent issue to the assignee. Any 
such petition must be accompanied by the fee set forth in § 
1.17(i)(1) of this Chapter. 


§ 3.85 Issue of registration to assignee. 


The certificate of registration may be issued to the assignee of 
the applicant, or in a new name of the applicant, provided that the 
party files a written request in the trademark application by the 
time the application is being prepared for issuance of the certifi- 
cate of registration, and the appropriate document is recorded in 
the Office. If the assignment or name change document has not 
been recorded in the Office, then the written request mut 
state that the document has been filed for recordation. The 
address of the assignee must be made of record in the application 
file. 

June 24, 1992 DOUGLAS B. COMER 

Acting Assistant Secretary and 
Acting Commissioner of Patents 

and Trademarks 
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(27) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 


37 CFR Parts 1,2 §3 


[Docket No. 910246-2140) 
RIN 0651-AA43 


Changes in Patent and Trademark Assignment Practice 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule; correction. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) amended 
the rules of practice regarding assignments in patent and trade- 
mark cases to improve and clarify the rules, to codify changes in 
practice and to consolidate the rules into a new Part 3 directed to 
assignments. In the final assignment rules a fee change promul- 
gated in January 1992 was inadvertently omitted from the 
§1.17(i)(1) listing. 

Effective Date: September 4, 1992. 

For Further Information Contact: Jeffery V. Nase by telephone 
at (703) 305-9282 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Box 
DAC, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: The amended assignment rules 
first appeared in a notice of proposed rulemaking published in 
the Federal Register on May 10, 1991, at 56 FR 21641, and the 
Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette of June 4, 1991, at 
1127 OG 8-16. The final rules appeared in the Federal Register 
on July 6, 1992, at 57 FR 29634. Between the time the proposed 
and final rules were published, 37 CFR §1.97(d) was amended, 
effective March 16, 1992, by a final rule which appeared in the 
Federal Register of January 17, 1992, 57 FR 2021, relating to the 
duty of disclosure. The amendment provided for a new petition 
fee which was referenced in 37 CFR §1.17, patent application 
processing fees. The reproduction of §1.17 in the final assign- 
ment rule package neglected to add the reference to the new 
petition under §1.97(d). 

Section 1.17(i)(1) is reproduced in its entirety to include the 
reference to §1.97(d) which was inadvertently omitted. The 
amount of the fee for considering an information disclosure 
statement is not affected by this rule change. 


List of Subjects 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Freedom of 
information, Inventions and patents. 


For the reasons set out in the preamble and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 35 U.S.C. 6, part | of title 37 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations has been amended as set forthbelow. 


PART 1 - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 1 would continue to 
read as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.17 is amended by revising paragraph (i)(1) to read 
as follows: 


$1.17 Patent application processing fees. 


*e# 24% 


(i)(1) For filing a petition to the Commissioner under a 
section of this part listed below which refers to this 
paragraph 

$1.12 - for access to an assignment record. 

§1.14 - for access to an application. 

§1.53 - to accord a filing date. 

§1.55 - for entry of late priority papers. 

§1.60 - to accord a filing date. 

§1.62 - to accord a filing date. 

§1.97(d) - to consider an information disclosure 

Statement. 

§1.103 - to suspend action in application. 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


§1.177 - for divisional reissues to issue 
separately. 

§1.312 - for amendment after payment of issue 
fee. 

§1.313 - to withdraw an application from 

issue. 

§1.314 - to defer issuance of a patent. 
§1.666(b) - for access to interference settlement 
agreement. 

§3.81 - for patent to issue to assignee, assignment 
submitted after payment of the issue fee. 


ee£e£4% 


July 17, 1992 DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Assistant Secretary & Acting 
Commissioner of Patents 


and Trademarks 


[1141 OG 38] 


(28) Taking Action in a Patent Matter Before the Office 
by the Assignee under 37 CFR 3.73. 


When the assignee of the entire right, title and interest first 
seeks to take action in a matter before the Office with respect to 
a patent application, patent or reexamination proceeding, the 
assignee must establish its ownership of the property to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner. 37 CFR 3.73(b). The assignee’ s 
ownership may be established either 1) by submitting to the 
Office copies of the documentary evidence of a chain of title 
from the original inventor io the assignee, or 2) by specifying, by 
reel and frame number, for example, where such documentary 
evidence is recorded in the Office. In addition to the establish- 
ment of ownership, there is further requirement that the assignee 
submit a statement specifying that the evidentiary documents 
have been reviewed and certifying that, to the best of the 
assignee’s knowledge and belief, title is in the assignee seeking 
to take action. Once 37 CFR 3.73(b) is complied with by an 
assignee, that assignee may continue to take action in that 
application, patent or reexamination proceeding without filing a 
37 CFR 3.73(b) statement each time, provided that ownership 
has not changed. 

When an assignee files a continuation or divisional applica- 
tion (under 37 CFR 1.53, 1.60 or 1.62), reference may be made 
to a statement filed under 37 CFR 3.73(b) in the parent applica- 
tion or a copy of that statement may be filed. A newly executed 
statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) must be filed when a continu- 
ation-in-part application is filed by an assignee. 

The statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) may be signed on behalf 
of the assignee in the following two manners if the assignee is an 
organization (e.g., corporation, partnership, university, govern- 
ment agency, etc.). 

(1) The statement may be signed by a person in the 
organization having apparent authority to sign on behalf of the 
organization. An officer (president, vice-president, secretary, or 
treasurer) is presumed to have authority to sign on behalf of the 
organization. The signature of the chairman of the board of 
directors is acceptable, but not the signature of an individual 
director. A person having a title (manager, director, administra- 
tor, general counsel) that does not clearly set forth that person as 
an officer of the assignee is not presumed to be an officer of the 
assignee or to have authority to sign the statement on behalf of 
the assignee. A power of attorney from the inventors in an 
organization to a practitioner to prosecute a patent application 
does not make the practitioner an official of an assignee or 
empower the practitioner to sign the statement on behalf of the 
assignee. 

(2) The statement may be signed by any person, if the 
statement includes an averment that the person is empowered to 
sign the statement on behalf of the assignee and, if not signed by 
a registered practitioner, the statement must be in oath or decla- 
ration form. Where a statement does not include such an aver- 
ment, and the person signing does not hold a position in the 
organization that would give rise to a presumption that the 
person is empowered to sign the statement on behalf of the 
assignee, evidence of the person’s authority to sign will be 
required. 
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Examples of situations where ownership must be established 
and the statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) must be submitted are 
when the assignee: signs a request for status of an application or 
gives a power to inspect an application; acquiesces to express 
abandonment of an application; appoints its own legal represen- 
tative; signs a terminal disclaimer; consents to the filing of a 
reissue application; consents to the correction of inventorship; 
files an application under 37 CFR 1.47(b) or 37 CFR 1.475; signs 
an Issue Fee Transmittal (PTOL-85B); or signs a response to an 
Office action. 

Examples of situations where ownership need not be estab- 
lished and a statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) is not required to be 
submitted are when the assignee: signs a small entity declaration; 
signs an affidavit or declaration of common ownership of two 
inventions; signs a NASA or DOE property rights statement; 
signs an affidavit under 37 CFR 1.131 where the inventor is 
unavailable; signs a Certificate of Mailing under 37 CFR 1.8; or 
files a request for reexamination of a patent under 37 CFR 1.510. 

An acceptable certification under 37 CFR 3.73(b) is attached 
to this notice. 

For further information related to actions taken by an assignee 
in patent matters, contact Jeffrey V. Nase at (703) 305-9282. 
Apr. 30, 1993 CHARLES E. VAN HORN 
Patent Policy and Projects Administrator 

Office of the Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents 


[1150 OG 62] 


(29) Submission of Uniform Assignee Names 


on the Issue Fee Payment Form PTOL-85b 


The Patent and Trademark Office is experiencing problems 
when computer-sorting assignee names for the Patentee Index 
because of the non-uniform use of the names of certain com- 
panies and corporations on the issue fee payment form PTOL- 
85b. The use of different spellings or nomenclature for the same 
company requires the Office to expend time and effort to 
determine whether the various name forms are in fact for the 
same company. If such inconsistencies are not corrected, patents 
to the same company will appear in different locations in the 
Patentee Index. An example of inconsistent use is “ABC 
Company, Ltd.” and “ABC Co., Limited.” 

Therefore, persons who list assignee names on issue fee 
payment form PTOL-85b should ensure that the same company 
name form is used for all patents issuing to a particular 
company. 


RICHARD J. SHAKMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Nov. 17, 1977. 


[965 O.G. 8] 


(30) Indexing Against a Recorded Assignment 

It has been the practice of the Patent and Trademark Office 
(PTO) to process requests for indexing against a recorded docu- 
ment by adding the newly requested property to the data base 
record for the previously recorded document, except if the 
previously recorded document was an assignment. The PTO 
only required a transmittal letter with the recording fee and not 
a copy of the previously recorded document to process the 
indexing request. While indexing the additional properties re- 
sulted in the assignment data base being updated, the indexing 
request itself was never microfilmed to become part of the 
official record. 

Effective immediately, the PTO will no longer process such 
indexing requests. Such indexing requests do not comply with 
37 CFR 3.11, 3.28, and 3.31 which require that each request for 
recordation include the document to be recorded and a cover 
sheet. Instead of filing an indexing request, a party should submit 
a cover sheet in conformance with 37 CFR 3.31, a true copy of 
the document, and the recording fee. PTO will assign a new 
recording date to that submission, update the assignment data 
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base, and microfilm the cover sheet and document to become 
part of the official record. 
Nov. 3, 1993 THERESA A. BRELSFORD 
Assistant Commissioner for 
Public Services and 
Administration 


{1157 OG 12} 


(31) Recordability of Foreclosures 


for Assignment Purposes 


It has been the practice of the Assignment Branch to record 
security agreements between a secured party and a debtor 
which refer specifically to a patent or a patent application and 
which are signed by the debtor. However, foreclosures by 
the secured party were not recorded because they were not 
signed by the debtor. Accordingly, before recording a fore- 
closure not signed by a debtor, the Assignment Branch required 
a Court order. This requirement forced the secured party to 
bring action in a court of law where otherwise Court action 
might not have been necessary. 

To facilitate recording of foreclosures not signed by a debtor 
and avoid unnecessary court proceedings, the Office will 
record foreclosures which comply with all of the following 
criteria: 


(1) Submission of the foreclosure document with original 
endorsement by the secured party, or a verified copy 
thereof, 

(2) Identification of the patent by patent number or the patent 
application by serial number, or other acceptable 
identifier(s) as specified in 37 CFR 1.331(c), in the body 
of the foreclosure document itself or any addenda incor- 
porated by reference; 

Reference to the security agreement recorded under 37 
CFR 1.331; and 


Submission of a verified statement by a representative 
of the secured party stating that the patent or the patent 
application has been legally foreclosed on based upon 
the applicable state laws. 


A foreclosure document complying with the above criteria 
will be deemed to be a recordable instrument in accordance 
with 37 CFR 1.331. 

THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


March 14, 1988. 


[1089 OG 35] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Billing Code: 3510-16M 


Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1 and 2 


[Docket No. 920401-2194] 
RIN 0651-AA54 


Revision of Patent and Trademark Fees 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent and trademark cases, Parts | 
and 2 of title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, to adjust certain 
patent and trademark fee amounts to reflect fluctuations in the 
Consumer Price Index (CPI) and to recover costs of operation. 
The PTO is also establishing fees for providing public access 
to APS-Text in Patent and Trademark Depository Libraries 
(PTDLs), and for dividing a trademark application. In response 
to comments received from the Libraries in which they ex- 
pressed their concerns about the administrative burdens of 
collecting fees from the public for use of APS-Test, the 
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Commissioner is immediately suspending collection of that fee 
to provide additional time for the PTO to solicit input from the 
private sector on alternative collection methods, and other 
options for accessing patent search and retrieval in the Librar- 
ies 

Dates: Effective Date: October |, 1992. Rule 1.21(p) will take 
effect on October |, 1992 but will immediately be suspended 
by the Commissioner. 

Comment Date: The PTO will accept comments on alternative 
collection methods, and other options for accessing patent 
search and retrieval in the PTDLs (37 CFR 1.21(p)) until 
January 4, 1993. The Office will provide written notice in the 
Federal Register and the Official Gazette of the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office thirty days before starting to 
collect fees for accessing APS-Text in the PTDLs. 
Addresses: Address written comments to the Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231, Attention: 
Frances Michalkewicz, Suite 507, Crystal Park 1, or by FAX 
to (703) 305-8436. 

For Further Information Contact: Frances Michalkewicz by 
telephone at (703) 305-8510 or by mail marked to her attention 
and addressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: This rule change is designed to 
adjust the Patent and Trademark Office fees in accordance with 
the applicable provisions of title 35, United States Code, 
section 31 of the Trademark (Lanham) Act of 1946 (15 U.S.C. 
1113), and section 10101 of the Omnibus Budget Reconcilia- 
tion Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-508), all as amended by the 
Patent and Trademark Office Authorization Act of 1991 (Public 
Law 102-204). 


Background: 


Statutory Provisions: Patent fees are authorized by 35 U.S.C. 
41 and 35 U.S.C. 376. A 50 percent reduction in the fees 
paid under 35 U.S.C. 41(a) and 41(b) by independent in- 
ventors, small business concerns, and nonprofit organizations 
who meet prescribed definitions is authorized by 35 U.S.C. 
41(h). 

Subsection 41(f) of title 35, United States Code, provides that 
fees established under 35 U.S.C. 41(a) and (b) may be adjusted 
on October |, 1992, and every year thereafter, to reflect 
fluctuations in the Consumer Price Index (CPI) over the 
previous 12 months. 

Section 10101 of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 
1990 (Pub. L. 101-508) provides that there shall be a surcharge 
on all fees established under 35 U.S.C. 41(a) and 41(b) to 
collect $99 million in fiscal year 1993. 

Subsection 41(d) of title 35, United States Code, authorizes 
the Commissioner to establish fees for all other processing, 
services, or materials related to patents to recover the average 
cost of providing these services or materials, except for the fees 
for recording a document affecting title, for each photocopy, 
and for each black and white copy of a patent. 

Section 376 of title 35, United States Code, authorizes the 
Commissioner to set fees for patent applications filed under the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty. 

Subsection 41(g) of title 35, United States Code, provides 
that new fee amounts established by the Commissioner under 
section 4] may take effect thirty days after notice in the Federal 
Register and the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark 
Office. 

Subsection 41(i)(3) of title 35, United States Code, autho- 
rizes the Commissioner to establish reasonable fees for access 
to automated search systems of the PTO. 

Section 31 of the Trademark (Lanham) Act of 1946, as 
amended (15 U.S.C. 1113), authorizes the Commissioner to 
establish fees for the filing and processing of an application for 
the registration of a trademark or other mark, and for all other 
services and materials furnished by the PTO relating to trade- 
marks and other marks. 

Section 31(a) of the Trademark (Lanham) Act of 1946 (15 
U.S.C. 1113(a)), as amended, allows trademark fees to be 
adjusted once each year to reflect, in the aggregate, any 
fluctuations during the preceding 12 months in the CPI. 

Section 31 also allows new fee amounts to take effect thirty 
days after notice in the Federal Registration and the Official 
Gazette of the Patent and Trademark Office. 
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Recovery Level Determination: Fees have been adjusted for a 
planned recovery of $486,000,000 in fiscal year 1993, as 
proposed in the Administration’s budget request to the Con- 
gress. 

Fees established by 35 U.S.C. 41(a) and 41(b) (patent 
statutory fees) may be adjusted on October |, 1992, to reflect 
any fluctuations occurring during the previous 12 months in the 
CPI. The Office of Management and Budget (OMB) has 
determined that the PTO should use Consumer Price Index-U 
to adjust patent statutory fees. The Department of Labor's 
Consumer Price Index is made public approximately 21 days 
after the end of the month being calculated. The patent statutory 
fees are being adjusted by 3.3 percent, which reflects the 
Administration’s projected Consumer Price Index-U for the 12- 
month period beginning October |, 1991. 

The patent statutory fees established by rule (56 FR 65142) 
on December 13, 1991, are being adjusted by the projected 
changes in the CPI of 3.3 percent. Amounts were rounded by 
applying standard arithmetic rules so that the amounts rounded 
would be convenient to the user. Fees of $100 or more were 
rounded to the nearest $10. Fees between $2 and $99 were 
rounded to an even number so that the comparable small entity 
fee would be a whole number. 

Patent statutory fees also are subject to the provisions of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990, as amended by 
Public Law 102-204. These provisions require that $99 million 
be collected in fiscal year 1993 for deficit reduction purposes 
in lieu of seeking general taxpayer funds from the U.S. 
Treasury. The $99 million is deposited in a special account in 
the U.S. Treasury, and is reserved exclusively for use by the 
PTO, and is made available to the PTO through the appropria- 
tion process. 

In establishing the 1993 patent statutory fees, the PTO 
applied the projected Consumer Price Index-U rate of 3.3 
percent to the 1992 fees. The 1993 fees were rounded as 
explained above. Of the total amount of section 41(a) and (b) 
income expected to be collected in 1993, $99 million must be 
deposited to the Fee Surcharge Fund. 

Non-statutory patent service fees established under section 
41(d) of title 35, United States Code, as amended, and PCT 
processing fees are being adjusted to recover planned costs in 
1993, except in the case of three patent service fees set by 
statue. The three fees are assignment recording fees, printed 
patent copy fees and photocopy charge fees. 

Trademark fees are being adjusted in fiscal year 1993, in the 
aggregate, to reflect changes over the prior 12 months in the 
CPI. The OMB has determined that the PTO should use 
Consumer Price Index-U to adjust trademark fees, which is 
made public by the Department of Labor approximately 21 
days after the end of the month being calculated. The trademark 
fees are being adjusted, in the aggregate, by 3.3 percent, 
which reflects the Administration’s projected Consumer 
Price Index-U for the 12 month period beginning October 1, 
1991. 

The PTO is adjusting only two trademark fees in 1993: for 
filing an application (37 CFR § 2.6(a)(1)) and for assignment 
records, abstract of title and certification (37 CFR § 2.6(b)(7)). 
One new fee is being set for dividing an application (37 CFR 
§ 2.6 (a)(19)). No other trademark fees are changing in 1993. 
The net effect of these changes is to increase trademark fees, 
in the aggregate, by 3.3 percent, the expected Consumer Price 
Index-U rate for the prior 12 month period. 


Workload Projections: Determination of workloads varies by 
fee. Principal workload projection techniques are as fol- 
lows: 


Patent and trademark application workloads are projected 
from statistical regression models using recent application 
filing trends. Patent issues are projected from an inhouse patent 
production model and reflect examiner production achieve- 
ments and goals. Patent maintenance fee workloads utilize 
patents issued 3.5, 7.5 and 11.5 years prior to payment and 
assume payment rates of 75 percent, 50 percent and 25 percent, 
respectively. Trademark affidavit projections are based on 
filing trends for marks registered five to six years prior to 1993. 
Trademark renewal projections are based on marks registered 
20 years prior to 1993. Service fee workloads follow linear 
trends from prior year activities. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 27 
(32) 


Public Access to Automated Systems: In April 1989, the PTO 
began providing access to APS-Text in the Patent Search Room 
at its facilities in Arlington, Virginia. On February 12, 1990, 
the PTO began charging a fee for access to APS-Text in the 
Patent Search Room. In September 1991, the PTO began 
providing, without charge, APS-Text to 14 Patent and Trade- 
mark Depository Libraries (PTDLs) as a pilot test program. 
APS-Text provides users of the patent search files with a value 
added search tool that enables them to conduct more compre- 
hensive searches. 

Although many PTDLs believe that government information 
should be available to the public free of charge, the PTO’s fiscal 
year 1993 budget does not include any general taxpayer funds, 
but requires that all of the expenses of the PTO be recovered 
through user fees. These expenses include the cost of providing 
APS-Text to the public, both in the Patent Search Room in 
Virginia and at the PTDLs. Continuation of this service in the 
PTDLs, without direct charge to the users of the automated 
system, would require support from all other customers who 
pay for products and services from the PTO. 

A second issue raised by many PTDLs concerns the method 
that PTO would use to collect fees from the users of APS-Text 
in the PTDLs. Users of APS-Text in the Patent Search Room 
pay for use of the system directly to the PTO. PTDLs have 
commented that collecting fees would be an administrative 
burden for many, while some are legally precluded from 
collecting fees. 

The PTO has a strong interest in expanding access to APS- 
Text to all PTDLs that wish to participate, but considers 
allocating user fees paid for other products and services to 
subsidize this effort to be inappropriate. Therefore. PTO 
conciudes that establishment of a fees for access to APS-Text 
is necessary. 

At the same time, PTO wants to limit the administrative 
burden imposed on the PTDLs to collect user fees. Therefore, 
PTO intends to enter into an agreement establishing a service 
bureau arrangement for administering the collection of fees at 
participating PTDLs. This arrangement provides one alterna- 
tive for providing administrative services, but PTO is seeking 
others. Therefore, through this rulemaking notice, the PTO is 
soliciting alternatives from other organizations, including the 
libraries themselves, for providing the administrative services 
associated with APS-Text. Likewise, the Office would like to 
consider other options for accessing patent search and re- 
trieval in the PTDLs. The PTO will accept comments 
on alternative collection methods, and other options for access- 
ing patent search and retrieval in the PTDLs until January 4, 
1993. 

In rule 1.21(p), the PTO is establishing a $70 per connect 
hour fee to recover the cost of providing APS-Text services in 
participating PTDLs, but the Commissioner is immediately 
suspending collection of that fee until alternative methods of 
collecting the fee from users of APS-Text in the PTDLs are 
identified. Although access to the 14 pilot PTDLs will continue 
for further evaluation purposes, the PTO will not extend access 
to additional PTDLs until a fee collection arrangement is 
established. Section 41(i)(3) of 35 U.S.C. states that if PTO 
establishes fees for access to the automated search system “a 
limited amount of free access shall be made available to users 
of the systems for purposes of education and training.” 

The $70 per connect hour fee amount established by this rule 
is based on a calculation of the costs of PTO services, and 
preliminary cost estimates that were provided by a potential 
service bureau contractor. The cost elements for PTO include 
training; training software for personal computers (to be 
developed); manuals and documentation; additional main- 
frame CPU; and additional staff time for client support. The 
cost elements for services provided by the service bureau 
include billing, account administration, and user support; 
telecommunication costs to the network; and the Messenger 
Software enhancement fee. 

After PTO has evaluated other options for a service bureau 
arrangement, a notice will be published in the Federal Regis- 
tration and the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark 
Office. At that time, PTO will provide administrative proce- 
dures for public use of APS-Text in the PTDLs. Depending on 
responses to the solicitation for alternatives for providing the 
administrative services associated with APS-Text, the fee 
amount could be reduced at that time. 
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General Procedures: Any fee amount that is paid on or after 
October |, 1992, would be subject to the new fees then in effect. 
For purposes of determining the amount of the fee to be paid. 
the date of mailing indicated on a proper Certificate of Mailing. 
where authorized under 37 CFR 1.8. will be considered to be 
the date of receipt in the PTO. A “Certificate of Mailing under 
Section 1.8" is not “proper” for items which are specifically 
excluded from the provisions of § 1.8. Section 1.8 should be 
consulted for those items for which a Certificate of Mailing is 
not “proper.” Such items include. inter alia, the filing of 
national and international applications for patents and the filing 
of trademark applications. However, the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.10 relating to filing papers and fees with an “Express Mail” 
certificate do apply to any paper or fee (including patent and 
trademark applications) to be filed in the PTO. If an application 
or fee is filed by “Express Mail” with a proper certificate 
dated on or after the effective date of the rules, as amended, the 
amount of the fee to be paid would be the fee established by the 
amended rules. 

A comparison of existing and revised fee amounts is included 
as an Appendix to this final rule. 

In order to ensure clarity in the implementation of the revised 
fees, a discussion of specific sections is set forth below. 


DISCUSSION OF SPECIFIC RULES 
37 CFR 1.16 National application filing fees. 


Section 1.16, paragraphs (a)-(d) and (f)-(j), is.revised to 
adjust patent application filing fees to reflect fluctuations in the 
CPI. 


37 CFR 1.17 Patent application processing fees. 


Section 1.17, paragraphs (b)-(g), and (m), is revised to adjust 
fees established therein to reflect fluctuations in the CPI. 


Section 1.17, paragraphs (j), (n) and (0), is revised to adjust 
fees established therein to recover costs. 


37 CFR 1.18 Patent issue fees. 


Section 1.18, paragraphs (a)-(c), is revised to adjust the issue 
fee for each original or reissue patent to reflect fluctuations in 
the CPI. 


37 CFR 1.19 Document supply fees. 


Section 1.19, subparagraph (b)(4) and paragraphs (f) 
and (h), is revised to adjust fees established therein to recover 
costs. 


37 CFR 1.20 Post-issuance fees. 


Section 1.20, paragraphs (a), (c) and (i), is revised to adjust 
fees established therein to recover costs. 


Section 1.20, paragraphs (e)-(g), is revised to adjust fees 
established therein to reflect fluctuations in the CPI. 


37 CFR 1.21] Miscellaneous fees and charges. 


Section 1.21, subparagraphs (a)(1), (a)(5), (a)(6), (b)(2), 
(b)(3), and paragraphs (e) and (i), is revised to adjust fees 
established therein to recover costs. 


Section 1.21, paragraph (p), is added to establish the fee for 
providing public access to the Automated Patent System full- 
text search (APS-Text) capability in Patent and Trademark 
Depository Libraries. The $70.00 per connect hour fee would 
recover the marginal cost of providing the service to the public, 
including the cost for a service bureau to handle billing, account 
administration, and user support. 


37 CFR 1.26 Refunds. 


Section 1.26, paragraph (a), is revised to increase the 
minimum amount of a refund, without a request, from one 
dollar to twenty-five dollars in accordance with the Treasury 
Fiscal Manual, Volume One, Part Six, Chapter 3000. 
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Section 1.26. paragraph (c). is revised to provide for a refund 
of $1.690 if the Commissioner decides not to institute reexami- 
nation proceedings. The $1,690 refund would apply to those 
instances where the reexamination fee of $2,250 under 37 CFR 
1.20(c) was paid. The current $1,635 refund would be made in 
those cases where the current $2,180 reexamination fee was 
paid. 


37 CFR 1.445 International application filing, processing, and 
search fees. 


Section 1.445, is revised to adjust the fees authorized by 35 
U.S.C. 376 to recover costs. 


37 CFR 1.482 International preliminary examination fees. 


Section 1.482, subparagraphs (a)(1), and (a)(2)(ii), is re- 
vised to adjust the fees authorized by 35 U.S.C. 376 to recover 
costs. 


37 CFR 1.492 National stage fees. 


Section 1.492, subparagraphs (a)(1)-(a)(3), and paragraphs 
(b)-(d), is revised to adjust fees established therein to reflect 
fluctuations in the CPI. 

Section 1.492, subparagraph (a)(5), is revised to adjust the 
fee authorized by 35 U.S.C. 376 to recover costs. 


37 CFR 2.6 Trademark fees. 


Section 2.6, subparagraphs (a)(1) and (b)(7), is revised to 
adjust the fees authorized by the Trademark (Lanham) Act of 
1946 to reflect iluctuations in the CPI. 

New section 2.6(a)(19), is added to establish a fee for 
dividing a trademark application in accordance with 37 CFR 
2.87. Section 2.6(a)(19) is revised from the proposal by adding 
the words “file wrapper” to clarify that the fee amount is due 
for each new file wrapper created. 


37 CFR 2.87 Dividing an Application. 


Section 2.87, is revised to establish a fee for dividing an 
application into two or more applications. Currently, no fee is 
charged for the physical act of dividing an application. Expe- 
rience to date reveals that the creation of so-called “divi- 
sional” applications is labor intensive. For that reason, and 
because the creation of a divisional application is a significant 
benefit to an applicant, the PTO will charge a fee for dividing 
an application. The fee will be due for each new file wrapper 
created. 

Section 2.87, is revised to divide paragraph (a) into para- 

graphs (a) and (b), and renumber paragraphs (b) and (c) as (c) 
and (d). 
Response to Comments on the Rules: A notice of proposed 
rulemaking to adjust patent and trademark fees in accordance 
with the proposed provisions of Public Law 102-204 was 
published in the Federal Register on May 20, 1992, at 57 FR 
21536, and in the Official Gazette on May 26, 1992, at 1138 
OG 58. Corrections were published in the Federal Register on 
June 2, 1992, at 57 FR 23257. 

A public hearing was held on June 24, 1992. A total of 28 
comments were received: 27 respondents submitted written 
comments and three people presented oral testimony (two of 
whom also submitted written comments) at the public hearing. 
Over half of the comments received represented the views of 
libraries. All of the written and oral comments were considered 
in adopting the rules set forth herein. 


Comment: Two people claimed that the proposed fees for filing 
an application under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) is 
discriminatory against applicants who file under the PCT route. 
Response: The PTO is undertaking a thorough analysis of all 
PCT fees. The results of this analysis, and the recommenda- 
tions concerning PTO’s fee structure to be made to the 
Secretary of Commerce by the Advisory Commission on Patent 
Law Reform, will be taken into consideration when PTO 
proposes the fiscal year 1994 fee adjustments. 

Comment: One respondent, although not objecting to the 
proposed 3.3 percent fee increase, suggested that the PTO may 
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be understating its projected income from maintenance fees 
which could be used to offset inflationary increases and 
possibly reduce PCT fees. 

Response: When maintenance fees first were imposed, the 
Office looked at historical payment trends experienced by other 
offices, such as the European Patent Office. The PTO conser- 
vatively projected the number of maintenance fees to be paid for 
two reasons. First, there is not a long history of maintenance fee 
payments on which to base income projections; for example, 
second stage maintenance fees only recently have started to 
come due, and third stage maintenance fees will not become due 
for many patent owners until 1995. Second, the percentage of 
patent owners paying second stage maintenance fees in recent 
months has declined from the renewal rate that was experienced 
during the first year that second stage maintenance fees were 
paid. Therefore, PTO is properly conservative in its mainte- 
nance fee payment projections. We will conduct a comprehen- 
sive analysis of projected maintenance fee payments prior to 
proposing the fiscal year 1994 fee adjustment. 

Comment: Eighteen respondents opposed establishment of fees 
for the public to access APS-Text at the Patent and Trademark 
Depository Libraries, primarily because the public has a right 
to free access to patent information. One person asked about 
administrative procedures for providing APS-Text in the PTDLs, 
and suggested that CD-ROM products continue to be made 
available free of charge and access fees for APS-Text be kept 
as low as possible. 

Response: As a fully fee-funded agency, the costs to the PTO 
of providing access to APS-Text in the 74 Patent and Trade- 
mark Depository Libraries (PTDLs) would have to be borne 
either by the individual users of the system, or by all users of 
the patent system (e.g., patent applicants). In June 1988, the 
PTO published in 53 Federal Register 23677 the results of 
comments solicited on alternatives for funding access to the 
PTO’s automated systems. In response, the PTO received 21 
comments, 12 of which advocated the use of taxpayer rev- 
enues, and seven supported at least some reliance on user fees. 
The latter based their decisions on the reality of budget deficit 
problems; the inequity of providing taxpayer funds to subsidize 
on-line searchers who charge fees for their services; and the 
need to have an equitable fee structure that applies throughout 
the United States. 

The PTO has a strong interest in expanding access to APS- 
Text to all PTDLs that wish to participate, with the least amount 
of administrative burden to the PTDLs, but considers allocating 
user fees paid for other products and services to subsidize this 
effort to be inappropriate. Therefore, the PTO is establishing 
a fee of $70 per connect hour for accessing APS-Text in the 
PTDLs, which includes the cost of having a service bureau 
provide billing, account administrative, and user support. 
However, the Commissioner is immediately suspending collec- 
tion of that fee to provide additional time to solicit comments 
through this rulemaking for providing the administrative ser- 
vices associated with APS-Text. Likewise, the Office would 
like to consider other options for accessing patent search and 
retrieval in the PTDLs. The Office will publish a notice in the 
Federal Register and the Official Gazette of the Patent Trade- 
mark Office thirty days before it begins collecting a fee for 
public access to APS-Text in the PTDLs. 

Comment: One respondent claimed that proposed 37 CFR 
1.21(p) is not in accord with the rulemaking provision of 5 
U.S.C. 553(b) which requires that the issues involved be 
described in the notice of proposed rulemaking. 

Response: The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 57 FR 21536, 
referenced 35 U.S.C. § 41(i)(3) which authorizes the Commis- 
sioner to establish reasonable fees for access to automated 
search systems of the PTO. Further in the notice at 57 FR 
21537, under the discussion of the proposed revision to 37 CFP. 
§ 1.21, it was stated that the proposed $40.00 fee would recover 
the PTO’s estimated marginal cost of providing the service 
to the PTDLs. The notice also indicated the PTO was 
investigating the use of a contract service bureau to provide 
access in which case the fee would be approximately $70.00. 
This fully described the issue involved in the proposed rule 
change. 

Comment. Two respondents commented on the administrative 
burden caused by a change to the fee structure at this time, 
particularly in light of prior fee changes and the small amount 
of the adjustment. 
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Response: The PTO proposed to adjust its fees because 
operating costs have increased over the past year. The Commis- 
sioner is authorized to adjust patent and trademark fees on 
October 1, 1992 and every year thereafter to reflect fluctuations 
in the Consumer Price Index over the prior twelve months. 
Future charges are expected to occur annually on October Ist. 
The fee increases that will be implemented on October 1, 1992, 
are expected to generate $15.1 million. Without this revenue, 
PTO would be forced to make cuts in patent and trademark 
operations that would affect the quality of examination. 
Comment: One person expressed concern about the quality and 
timeliness of services for which new or increased fees are 
proposed, complaining specifically of the delay in receiving an 
official filing receipt when a trademark application is divided 
and in the recording of assignments. 

Response: A major objective of the Office is to assure continu- 
ous quality improvements throughout all operations. The 
Office has taken steps to address the areas of concern identified. 
Comment: One organization and one person objected to the 
PTO’s sole reliance on fee income, particularly for funding 
automation development costs. 

Response: The Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1990 
requires that a user fee surcharge on certain patent fees replace 
taxpayer funds for the five year period 1991-1995. Whether 
PTO should receive funds from other sources in future fiscal 
years is beyond the scope of the rule package. 

The automation programs, which are funded from user fees, 
are designed to improve the quality and timeliness of PTO 
services and products, and to discontinue reliance on manual 
processes and paper references. 

Comment: One person said that small entities do not benefit 
from the 50 percent reduction to certain patent fees, because 
many small companies, particularly those in high technology 
areas, must license their patent rights and thus pay large entity 
status fees. 

Response: The purpose of the small entity subsidy is to ensure 
that individual inventors, small businesses and non-profit 
organizations are not barred from using the patent system 
because of the PTO’s fee structure. Once a small entity assigns 
the rights to a patent application or a patent to a large entity, 
presumably receiving compensation from the large entity, the 
reduced fee amounts no longer apply. 

Comment: One organization said that trademark fees appear to 
be justified but PTO must ensure that trademark functions are 
being discharged in the most efficient and economical manner. 
For example, the organization questioned whether it is efficient 
for the Office to continue to maintain a paper search file and to 
continue to pay the General Services Administration (GSA) for 
building services. 

Response: The Office is committed to ensuring that its trade- 
mark functions are being discharged effectively and, as part of 
its quality improvement program, is currently reviewing vari- 
ous work-related processes. No decision has yet been made as 
to when the paper search file will be eliminated and no such 
decision will be made until the public has been given an 
opportunity to comment. The Office has asked GSA to review 
the level of charges assessed in light of current market 
conditions. 


Other Considerations: The rule change is in conformity with 
the requirements of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354); Executive Orders 12291 and 12612; and the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501, et seq. There are no 
information collection requirements relating to patent and 
trademark fee rules. 

The PTO has determined that this notice has no Federalism 
implications affecting the relationship between the National 
Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that the rule change would not have a signifi- 
cant adverse impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 96-354). The rule change 
increases fees by changes in the CPI as authorized by 35 U.S.C. 
41(f). Further, the principal impact of the major patent fees has 
already been taken into account in 35 U.S.C. 41(h), which 
provides small entities with a 50-percent reduction in the major 
patent fees. 
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The PTO has determined that this rule change is not a major 
rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on the 
economy would be less than $100 million. There would be no 
major increase in costs or prices for consumers; individual 
industries; Federal, state, or local government agencies; or 
geographic regions. There would be no significant adverse 
effects on competition, employment, investment, productivity, 
or innovation, or on the ability of United States-based enter- 
prises to complete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or 
export markets. 


List of Subjects 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Freedom of 
information, Inventions and patents, Reporting and record 
keeping requirements, Small businesses. 


37 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Lawyers, Trade- 
marks. 


For the reasons set forth in the preamble, the PTO is 
amending title 37 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter 
I, as set forth below. 


Part 1-Rules of Practice in Patent Cases 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | would continue to 
read as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.16 is amended by revising paragraphs (a)-(d), the 
parenthetical following paragraph (d), paragraphs (f)-(j), and 
the note at the end of the section to read as follows: 


§ 1.16 National application filing fees. 


(a) Basic fee for filing each application for an original patent, 
except design or plant cases: 

By a small entity (§1.19(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(b) In addition to the basic filing fee in an original application, 
for filing or later presentation of each independent claim in 
excess of 3: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(c) In addition to the basic filing fee in an original application, 
for filing or later presentation of each claim (whether indepen- 
dent or dependent) in excess of 20. 

(Note that § 1.75(c) indicates how multiple dependent claims 
are considered for fee calculation purposes): 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity ..............:ccccccccccererersceeseoeee $22. 


(d) In addition to the basic filing fee in an original application, 
if the application contains, or is amended to contain, a multiple 
dependent claim(s) per application: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(If the additional fees required by paragraphs (b), (c), and (d) 
of this section are not paid on filing or on later presentation of 
the claims for which the additional fees are due, they must be 
paid or the claims canceled by amendment prior to the 
expiration of the time period set for response by the Office in 
any notice of fee deficiency.) 


EEE 
(f) For filing each design application: 


By a small entity (§1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 
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(g) Basic fee for filing each plant application: 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


(h) Basic fee for filing each reissue application: 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


(i) In addition to the basic filing fee in a reissue application, for 
filing or later presentation of each independent claim which 
is in excess of the number of independent claims in the original 
patent: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(j) In addition to the basic filing fee in a reissue application, for 
filing or later presentation of each claim (whether independent 
or dependent) in excess of 20 and also in excess of the number 
of claims in the original patent. 

(Note that § 1.75(c) indicates how multiple dependent 
claims are considered for fee calculation purposes): 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(Note: See §§ 1.445, 1.482 and 1.492 for international 
application filing and processing fees.) 


3. Section 1.17 is amended by revising paragraphs (b)-(g), (j), 
(m)-(0) to read as follows: 


§ 1.17 Patent application processing fees. 


EEEEK 


(b) Extension fee for response within second month pursuant to 
§ 1.136(a): 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(c) Extension fee for response within third month pursuant to 
§ 1.136(a): 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(d) Extension fee for response within fourth month pursuant to 
§ 1.136(a): 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity $1,320.00 
(e) For filing a notice of appeal from the examiner to the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(f) In addition to the fee for filing a notice of appeal, for filing 
a brief in support of an appeal: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(g) For filing a request for an oral hearing before the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences in appeal under 35 U.S.C. 
134: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


KK KKK 


(j) For filing a petition to institute a public use proceeding un- 
der § 1.292 $1,350.00 


OR 


(m) For filing a petition: 

(1) For revival of an unintentionally abandoned 
application, or 

(2) For the unintentionally delayed payment of the fee for 
issuing a patent: 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 


By other than a small entity $1,170.00 
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(n) For requesting publication of a statutory invention registra- 
tion prior to the mailing of the first examiner's action pursuant 
to § 1.104—$820.00 reduced by the amount of the application 
basic filing fee paid 


(o) For requesting publication of a statutory invention registra- 
tion afier the mailing of the first examiner’s action pursuant to 
§ 1.104—$1,640.00 reduced by the amount of the application 
basic filing fee paid 


KEKE 


4. Section 1.18 is amended by revising paragraphs (a)-(c) to 
read as follows: 


§ 1.18 Patent issue fees. os 


(a) Issue fee for issuing each original or reissue patent, except 
a design or plant patent: 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 


By other than a small entity $1,170.00 


(b) Issue fee for issuing a design patent: 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


(c) Issue fee for issuing a plant patent: 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


5. Section 1.19 is amended by revising paragraph (b)(4) and 
paragraphs (f) and (h) to read as follows: 


§ 1.19 Document supply fees: 
KEKE 


(b)*** 


(4) For assignment records, abstract of title and certification, 
per patent 


OK KOK 

(f) Uncertified copy of a non-United States patent document, 
per document 

EEX 


(h) Additional filing receipts; duplicate; or corrected due to 
IE IN ea sects inctaspicicsentemsctslabianoraernancintied $25.00 


6. Section 1.20 is amended by revising paragraphs (a), (c), 
(e)-(g) and (i) to read as follows: 
§ 1.20 Post issuance fees. 


(a) For providing a certificate of correction for applicant’s 
mistake (§ 1.323) 


KEKKE 


(c) For filing a request for reexamination (§1.510(a)) $2,250,00 


HEEEE 


(e) For maintaining an original or reissue patent, except a 
design or plant patent, based on an application filed on or after 
December 12, 1980, in force beyond four years; the fee is due 
by three years and six months after the original grant. 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(f) For maintaining an original or reissue patent, except a design 
or plant patent, based on an application filed on or after 
December 12, 1980, in force beyond eight years; the fee is due 
by seven years and six months after the original grant. 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


sonwcsioee $1,870.00 


(g) For maintaining an original or reissue patent, except a 
design or plant patent, based on an application filed on or after 
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December 12, 1980, in force beyond twelve years; the fee is 
due by eleven years and six months after the original grant. 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 


By other than a small entity $2,820.00 


EREKE 


(i) Surcharge for accepting a maintenance fee after expiration 
of a patent for non-timely payment of a maintenance fee where 
the delay in payment is shown to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner to have been unavoidable 


OK KK 


7. Section 1.21 is amended by revising paragraphs (a)(1), 
(a)(5), (a)(6), (b)(2), (b)(3), (e), and (i) and adding paragraph 
(p) to read as follows: 


§ 1.21 Miscellaneous fees and charges. 


OK 
(a) cand 


(1) For admission to examination for registration to practice, 
fee payable upon application 


EEK 


(5) For review of a decision of the Director of Enrollment and 
Discipline under § 10.2(c) 


(6) For requesting regrading of an examination under 
§10.7(c) 


(b) *** 


(2) Service charge for each month when the balance at the send 
of the month is below $1,000 


(3) Service charge for each month when the balance at the end 
of the month is below $300.00 for restricted subscription 
deposit accounts used exclusively for subscription order of 
patent copies as issued 


mK Re 


(e) International type search reports: For preparing an interna- 
tional type search report of an international type search made 
at the time of the first action on the merits in a national patent 


application 
EEE 


(i) Publication in Official Gazette: For publication in the 
Official Gazette of a notice of the availability of an application 
or a patent for licensing or sale, each application or 


HEKEE 


(p) Library service: marginal cost for providing to a Patent and 
Trademark Depository Library access to Automated Patent 
System (APS) full-text search capability, per hour of terminal 
session time, including print time 


8. Section 1.26 is amended by revising paragraphs (a) and (c) 
to read as follows: 


§ 1.26 Refunds. 


(a) Money paid in excess will be refunded, but a mere change 
of purpose after the payment of money, as when a party desires 
to withdraw an application, an appeal, or a request for oral 
hearing, will not entitle a party to demand such a return. 
Amounts of twenty-five dollars or less will not be returned 
unless specifically requested within a reasonable time, nor will 
the payer be notified of such amount; amounts over twenty-five 
dollars may be returned by check, or if requested, by credit to 
a deposit account. 
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SERRE 


(c) If the Commissioner decides not to institute a reexamination 
proceeding, a refund of $1,690 will be made to the requester 
of the proceeding. Reexamination requesters should indicate 
whether any refund should be made by check or by credit to a 
deposit account. 


9. Section 1.445 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.445 International application filing, processing and search 
fees. 


(a) The following fees and charges for international applica- 
tions are established by the Commissioner under the authority 
of 35 U.S.C. 376: 
(1) A transmittal fee (see 35 U.S.C. 361(d) and PCT 
Rule 14) 
(2) A search fee (see 35 U.S.C. 361(d) and PCT Rule 16) 
where: 
(i) No corresponding prior United States national applica- 
tion with basic filing fee has been filed $620.00 
(ii) A corresponding prior United States national applica- 
tion with basic filing fee has been filed $410.00 
(3) A supplemental search fee when required, per additional 
invention 


EEE 


10. Section 1.482 is amended by revising paragraphs (a) 
introductory text, (a)(1), and (a)(2)(ii) to read as follows: 


§ 1.482 International preliminary examination fees. 


(a) The following fees and charges for international preliminary 
examination are established by the Commissioner under the 
authority of 35 U.S.C. 376: 

(1) A preliminary examination fee is due on filing the 
Demand: 

(i) Where an international search fee as set forth in § 
1.455(a)(2) has been paid on the international application to 
the United States Patent and Trademark Office as an In- 
ternational Searching Authority, a preliminary examination 

$450.00 

(ii) Where the International Searching Authority for the 
international application was an authority other than the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office, a preliminary examination 


(2)*** 

(ii) Where the International Searching Authority for the 
international application was an authority other than the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office $230.00 


EERE 


11. Section 1.492 is amended by revising paragraphs (a)(1)- 
(a)(3), (a5), paragraphs (b)-(d), and the parenthetical follow- 
ing paragraph (d) to read as follows: 


§ 1.492 National stage fees. 


KKK 
(a) cade’ 


(1) Where an international preliminary examination fee as set 
forth in § 1.482 has been paid on the international application 
to the United States Patent and Trademark Office: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


(2) Where no international preliminary examination fee as set 
forth in § 1.482 has been paid to the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office, but an international search fee as set forth 
in § 1.445(a)(2) has been paid on the international application 
to the United States Patent and Trademark Office as an 
International Searching Authority: 
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By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


(3) Where no international preliminary examination fee as set 
forth in § 1.482 has been paid and no international search fee 
as set forth in § 1.445(a)(2) has been paid on the international 
application to the United States Patent and Trademark Office: 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


eR OR 


(5) Where a search report on the international application has 
been prepared by the European Patent Office or the Japanese 
Patent Office: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


(b) In addition to the basic national fee, for filing or later 
presentation of each independent claim in excess of 3: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 


(c) In addition to the basic national fee, for filing or later 
presentation of each claim (whether independent or dependent) 
in excess of 20 (Note that § 1.75(c) indicates how multiple 
dependent claims are considered for fee calculation purposes. ): 
By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


(d) In addition to the basic national fee, if the application 
contains, or is amended to contain, a multiple dependent 
claim(s), per application: 

By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 

By other than a small entity 

(If the additional fees required by paragraphs (b), (c) and (d) are 
not paid on presentation of the claims for which the additional 
fees are due, they must be paid or the claims cancelled by 
amendment prior to the expiration of the time period set for 
response by the Office in any notice of fee deficiency.) 


EREK 
Part 2 - Rules of Practice in Trademark Cases 
1. The authority citation for Part 2 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise 
noted. 


2. Section 2.6 is amended by revising paragraphs (a)(1) and 
(b)(7) and adding paragraph (a)(19) to read as follows: 


§ 2.6 Trademark fees. 


HEEKE 


(a) Trademark process fees. 


HEEEK 


(19) Dividing an application, per new application (file 
wrapper) created 


(b) Trademark service fees. 


EREE 


(7) For assignment records, abstract of title and certification, 
per registration 


EEEEE 
3. Section 2.87 is revised to read as follows: 


Section 2.87 Dividing an Application 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


(a) An application may be physically divided into two or more 
separate applications upon the payment of a fee for each new 
application created and submission by the applicant of a request 
in accordance with paragraph (d) of this section. 

(b) In the case of a request to divide out one or more entire 
classes from an application, only the fee under paragraph (a) of 
this section will be required. However, in the case of a request 
to divide out some, but not all, of the goods or services in a 
class, an application filing fee for each new separate application 
to be created by the division must be submitted, together with 
the fee under paragraph (a) of this section. Any outstanding 
time period for action by the applicant in the original application 
at the time of the division will be applicable to each new separate 
application created by the division. 

(c) A request to divide an application may be filed at any time 
between the filing of the application and the date the Trademark 
Examining Attorney approves the mark for publication or the 
date of expiration of the six-month response period after 
issuance of a final action; or during an opposition, upon motion 
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granted by the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. Addition- 

ally, a request to divide an application under section 1(b) of the 

Act may be filed with a statement of use under § 2.88 or at any 

time between the filing of a statement of use and the date the 

Trademark Examining Attorney approves the mark for registra- 

tion or the date of expiration of the six-month response period 

after issuance of a final action. 

(d) A request to divide an application should be made in a 

separate paper from any other amendment or response in the 

application. The title “Request to divide application.” should 
appear at the top of the first page of the paper. 

Aug. 17, 1992 DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner 

of Patents and Trademarks 


Note.- The following appendix will not appear in the Code 
of Federal Regulations 


Appendix A - Comparison of Existing and Revised Fee Amounts 


37 CFR Sec. DESCRIPTION 
.16(a) 
.16(a) 
.16(b) 
.16(b) 
.16(c) 
-16(c) 
.16(d) 
.16(d) 
-16(e) 
.16(e) 
.16(f) 
.16(f) 
-16(g) 
-16(g) 
.16(h) 
.16(h) 
161) 
.16(i) 
-16(j) 
-16(j) 
-17(a) 
.17(a) 
.17(b) 


l Basic Filing Fee 
l 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
| 
1 
1 
1 
1 
l 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
I 
1 
1 
l 
1 
1.17(b) 
| 
1 
1 
1 
1 
| 
1 
! 
l 
l 
1 
1 
l 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 


Basic Filing Fee (Small Entity) 
Independent Claims 

Independent Claims (Small Entity) 
Claims in Excess of 20 


Multiple Dependent Claims 
Surcharge - Late Filing Fee 


Design Filing Fee 

Design Filing Fee (Small Entity) 
Plant Filing Fee 

Plant Filing Fee (Small Entity) 
Reissue Filing Fee 

Reissue Filing Fee (Small Entity) 
Reissue Independent Claims 


Reissue Claims in Excess of 20 
Extension - First Month 
Extension - Second Month 


.17(c) 
-17(c) 
.17(d) 
.17(d) 
.17(e) 
.17(e) 
.17(f) 
.17(f) 
.17(g) 
.17(g) 
-17(h) 
.17(h) 
.17(h) 
.17(h) 
.17(h) 
.17(h) 
.17(h) 
.17(h) 
-17(h) 
-17(h) 
-17(h) 
.17(h) 
1.20(b) 
1.17(h) 
1.170)(1) 
1.17(i)(1) 
1.17(i)Q1) 


Extension - Third Month 
Extension - Fourth Month 


Notice of Appeal 

Notice of Appeal (Small Entity) 
Filing a Brief 

Filing a Brief (Small Entity) 
Request for Oral Hearing 


Petition - Not All Inventors 

Petition - Correction of Inventorship 
Petition - Decision on Questions 
Petition - Suspend Rules 

Petition - Expedited License 
Petition - Scope of License 

Petition - Retroactive License 
Petition - Refusing Maintenance Fee 


Petition - Interference 

Petition - Reconsider Interference 
Petition - Late Filing of Interference 
Petition - Correction of Inventorship 
Petition - Refusal of Publish SIR 
Petition - For Assignment 

Petition - For Application 

Petition - Late Priority Papers 


151-842 TMOG-94-2 - QL3 


Claims in Excess of 20 (Small Entity) 


Extension - First Month (Small Entity) 


Multiple Dependent Claims (Small Entity) 


Surcharge - Late Filing Fee (Small Entity) 


Reissue Independent Claims (Small Entity) 


Reissue Claims in Excess of 20 (Small Entity) 


Extension - Second Month (Small Entity) 
Extension - Third Month (Small Entity) 


Extension - Fourth Month (Small Entity) 


Request for Oral Hearing (Small Entity) 


Petition - Refusing Maintenance Fee - Expired Patent 
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Appendix A - Comparison of Existing and Revised Fee Amounts mea 
‘age 


37 CFR Sec. DESCRIPTION Dec 1991 Oct 1992 


1.17()C1) Petition - Suspend Action $130 $130 
1.17()(1) Petition - Divisional Reissues to Issue Separately $130 $130 
1.171) Petition - For Interference Agreement $130 $130 
1.17(i)(1) Petition - Amendment After Issue $130 $130 
1.17()C1) Petition - Withdrawal After Issue $130 $130 
1.171) Petition - Defer Issue $130 $130 
1.17@)(1) Petition - Issue to Assignee $130 $130 
1.17()C1) Petition - Accord a Filing Date Under §1.53 $130 $130 
1.17@)(1) Petition - Accord a Filing Date Under §1.60 $130 $130 
1.17(i)1) Petition - Accord a Filing Date Under §1.62 $130 $130 
1.17(i)(2) Petition - Make Application Special $130 $130 
1.17(j) Petition - Public Use Processing $1,310 $1,350 
1.17(k) Non-English Specification $130 $130 
1.17(1) Petition - Revive Abandoned Appl. $110 $110 
1.17(1) Petition - Revive Abandoned Appl. (Small Entity) $55 $55 
1.17(m) Petition - Revive Unintentionally Abandoned Appl. $1,130 $1,170 
1.17(m) Petition - Revive Unintentionally Abandoned Appl. (Small Entity) $565 $585 
1.17(n) SIR - Prior to Examiner's Action $790 $820 
1.17(0) SIR - After Examiner’s Action $1,580 $1,640 
1.17(p) Submission of an Information Disclosure Statement (§1.97) — $200 
1.18(a) Issue Fee $1,130 $1,170 
1.18(a) Issue Fee (Small Entity) $565 $585 
1.18(b) Design Issue Fee $400 $410 
1.18(b) Design Issue Fee (Small Entity) $200 $205 
1.18(c) Plant Issue Fee $570 $590 
1.18(c) Plant Issue Fee (Small Entity) $285 $295 
1.19(a)(1)(i) Copy of Patent $3 $3 
1.19(a)(1)(ii) Patent Copy - Expedited Local Service $6 $6 
1.19(a)(1)(iii) Patent Copy Ordered Via EOS - Expedited Service $25 $25 
1.19(a)(2) Plant Patent Copy $12 $12 
1.19(a)(3)(i) Copy of Utility Patent or SIR in Color $24 $24 
1.19(b)(1)(i) Certified Copy of Patent Application as Filed $12 $12 
1.19(b)(1)(ii) Certified Copy of Patent Application as Filed, Expedited $24 $24 
1.19(b)(2) Cert. or Uncert. Copy of Patent-Related File Wrapper/Contents $150 $150 
1.19(b)(3) Cert. or Uncert. Copies of Office Records, per Document $25 $25 
1.19(b)(4) For Assignment Records, Abstract of Title and Certification $20 $25 
1.19(c) Library Service $50 $50 
1.19(d) List of Patents in Subclass $3 $3 
1.19(e) Uncertified Statement-Status of Maintenance Fee Payment $10 $10 
1.19(f) Copy of Non-U.S. Patent Document $12 $25 
1.19(g) Comparing the Certifying Copies, Per Document, Per Copy $25 $25 
1.19(h) Duplicate or Corrected Filing Receipt $20 $25 
1.20(a) Certificate of Correction $70 $100 
1.20(c) Reexamination $2,180 $2,250 
1.20(d) Statutory Disclaimer $110 $110 
1.20(d) Statutory Disclaimer (Small Entity) $55 $55 
1.20(e) Maintenance Fee - 3.5 Years $900 $930 
1.20(e) Maintenance Fee - 3.5 Years (Small Entity) $450 $465 
1.20(f) Maintenance Fee - 7.5 Years $1,810 $1,870 
1.20(f) Maintenance Fee - 7.5 Years (Small Entity) $905 $935 
1.20(g) Maintenance Fee - 11.5 Years $2,730 $2,820 
1.20(g) Maintenance Fee - 11.5 Years (Small Entity) $1,365 $1,410 
1.20(h) Surcharge - Maintenance Fee - 6 Months $130 $130 
1.20(h) Surcharge - Maintenance Fee - 6 Months (Small Entity) $65 $65 
1.20(i) Surcharge - Maintenance After Expiration $600 $620 
1.20(j) Extension of Term of Patent $1,000 $1,000 
1.21(a)(1) Admission to Examination $290 $300 
1.21(a)(2) Registration to Practice $100 $100 
1.21(a)(3) Reinstatement to Practice $15 $15 
1.21(a)(4) Certificate of Good Standing $10 $10 
1.21(a)(4) Certificate of Good Standing, Suitable Framing $20 $20 
1.21(a)(5) Review of Decision of Director, OED $120 $130 
1.21(a)(6) Regrading of Examination $120 $130 
1.21(b)(1) Establish Deposit Account $10 $10 
1.21(b)(2) Service Charge Below Minimum Balance $20 $25 
1.21(b){3) Service Charge Below Minimum Balance $20 $25 
1.21(c) Filing a Disclosure Document $10 $10 
1.21(d) Box Rental $50 $50 
1.21(e) International Type Search Report $35 $40 
1.21(g) Self-Service Copy Charge $0.25 $.25 
1.21(h) Recording Patent Property $40 $40 
1.21(i) Publication in the OG $20 $25 
1.21(j) Labor Charges for Services $30 $30 
1.21(k) Unspecified Other Services Actual Cost Actual Cost 
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Appendix A - Comparison of Existing and Revised Fee Amounts 


37 CFR Sec. DESCRIPTION 


1.21(1) Retaining Abandoned Application $130 
.21(m) Processing Returned Checks $50 
.21(n) Handling Fee - Incomplete Application $130 
.21(0) Terminal Use APS-Text $40 
.21(p) Terminal Use APS-Text by the PTDL’s $70 
.24 Coupons for Patent Copies $3 
.296 Handling Fee - Withdrawal SIR $130 

1.445(a)(1) Transmittal Fee $200 

1.445(a)(2)(i) PCT Search Fee - No U.S. Application $620 
1.445(a)(2)(ii) PCT Search Fee - Prior U.S. Application $410 
1.445(a)(3) Supplemental Search $170 
1.482(a)(1)(i) Preliminary Exam Fee $450 
1.482(a)(1 (ii) Preliminary Exam Fee $670 
1.482(a)(2)(i) Additional Invention $140 
1.482(a)(2)ii) Additional Invention $230 
1.492(a)(1) Preliminary Examining Authority $640 
1.492(a)(1) Preliminary Examining Authority (Small Entity) $320 
1.492(a)(2) Searching Authority $710 
1.492(a)(2) Searching Authority (Small Entity) $355 
1.492(a)(3) PTO Not ISA nor IPEA $950 
1.492(a)(3) PTO Not ISA nor IPEA (Small Entity) $475 
1.492(a)(4) Claims - IPEA $90 
1.492(a)(4) Claims - IPEA (Small Entity) $45 
1.492(a)(5) Filing with EPO/JPO Search Report $830 
1.492(a)(5) Filing with EPO/JPO Search Report (Small Entity) $415 

1.492(b) Claims - Extra Individual (Over 3) $74 

1.492(b) Claims - Extra Individual (Over 3) (Small Entity) $37 

1.492(c) Claims - Extra Total (Over 20) $22 

1.492(c) Claims - Extra Total (Over 20) (Small Entity) $11 

1.492(d) Claims - Multiple Dependents $230 

1.492(d) Claims - Multiple Dependents (Small Entity) $115 

1.492(e) Surcharge $130 

1.492(e) Surcharge (Small Entity) $65 

1.492(f) English Translation - After 20 Months $130 

2.6(a)(1) Application for Registration, Per Class $210 

2.6(a)(2) Amendment to Allege Use, Per Class $100 
2.6(a)(3) Statement of Use, Per Class $100 
2.6(a)(4) Extension for Filing Statement of Use, Per Class $100 
2.6(a)(5) Application for Renewal, Per Class $300 
2.6(a)(6) Surcharge for Late Renewal, Per Class $100 
2.6(a)(7) Publication of Mark Under §12(a), Per Class $100 
2.6(a)(8) Issuing New Certificate of Registration $100 
2.6(a)(9) Certificate of Correction of Registrant’s Error $100 

2.6(a)( 10) Filing Disclaimer to Registration $100 

2.6(a)(11) Filing Amendment to Registration $100 

2.6(a)(12) Filing Affidavit Under Section 8, Per Class $100 

2.6(a)( 13) Filing Affidavit Under Section 15, Per Class $100 

2.6(a)( 14) Filing Affidavit Under Sections 8 & 15, Per Class $200 

2.6(a)(15) Petitions to the Commissioner $100 

2.6(a)( 16) Petition to Cancel, Per Class $200 

2.6(a)(17) Notice of Opposition, Per Class $200 

2.6(a)(18) Ex Parte Appeal to the TTAB, Per Class $100 
2.6(a)(19) Dividing an Application, Per New Application Created $100 
2.6(b)(1)(i) Copy of Registered Mark 3 $3 
2.6(b)(1 (ii) Copy of Registered Mark, Expedited $6 
2.6(b)(1 (iii) Copy of Registered Mark Ordered Via EOS, Expedited Svc. $ $25 
2.6(b)(2)(i) Certified Copy of TM Application as Filed $12 
2.6(b)(2){ii) Certified Copy of TM Application as Filed, Expedited $24 
2.6(b)(3) Cert. or Uncert. Copy of TM-Related File Wrapper/Contents $50 
2.6(b)(4)(i) Cert. Copy of Registered Mark, Title or Status $10 
2.6(b)(4)(ii) Cert. Copy of Registered Mark, Title or Status - Expedited $20 
2.6(b)(5) Certified or Uncertified Copy of TM Records $25 
2.6(b)(6) Recording Trademark Property, Per Mark, Per Document $40 
2.6(b)(6) For Second and Subsequent Marks in Same Document $25 
2.6(b)(7) For Assignment Records, Abstracts of Title and Cert. $25 
2.6(b)(8) Terminal Use T-SEARCH $40 
2.6(b)(9) Self-Service Copy Charge i $0.25 
2.6(b)(10) Labor Charges for Services $30 
2.6(b)(11) Unspecified Other Services Actual Cost | Actual Cost 
1.19(g) Comparing and Certifying Copies, per Document, per Copy $25 $25 
1.24 Trademark Coupons $3 $3 


[1141 OG 68) 
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(33) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1 and 2 
[Docket No. 90363-9221] 
RIN: 0651-AA40 
Patent and Trademark Automated Search System Fees 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent and trademark cases, Parts 
1 and 2 of Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, to set forth 
fees for public access to the text data bases resident on the 
Automated Patent System (APS) and the automated trademark 
search system (T-Search). Pub. L. 100-703, enacted on Novem- 
ber 19, 1988, allows the Commissioner to establish reasonable 
fees for on-line access to the automated search systems. 

The Office will provide on-line access to its USPAT data base 
(full text of U.S. patents issued after 1974), the U.S. classification 
data from 1790 to the present, and to English abstracts of 
Japanese and Chinese patents (to the extent they are available), 
hereinafter referred to as APS-Text, in its Patent Search Room 
and to T-Search in its Trademark Search Library, located in 
Arlington, Virginia. Except for a series of pilot experiments 
which may occur over the next one or two years, the Office 
does not plan to provide routine remote on-line access to these 
data bases at any other facilities at the present time. A separate 
rulemaking process will be followed when the Office determines 
to provide such remote on-line access. 

Both search systems have been made available to the public 
free of charge since April 3, 1989, for the purposes of education 
and training (familiarization). 

The paper and/or microfilm collections of U.S. patents, for- 
eign patents documents and U.S. trademark registrations con- 
tinue to be available to the public free of charge, as provided 
by section 104(b) of Pub. L. 100-703. The Office reaffirms its 
commitment to hold a public hearing prior to making any 
decision concerning the elimination of the paper files. 

This final rule establishes fees for use of the on-line automated 
search systems. In addition, procedures for public use of the 
automated search systems, including training and charging of 
fees, are presented. 

In response to the notice of proposed rulemaking published 

in the Federal Register on May 3, 1989 (54 FR 18907), and 
at a public hearing held on June 30, 1989, the Office received 
many comments regarding problems encountered by the public 
in the use of T-Search. The Office believes that T-Search has 
proven effective for searches performed by Trademark exam- 
ining attorneys in connection with their examination of appli- 
cations for the registration of marks. Although the Office is 
establishing a fee for accessing the T-Search system, the Com- 
missioner is immediately suspending collection of that fee to 
provide additional time for the public to familiarize themselves 
with T-Search. The Office will provide the public with sixty days 
notice before starting to collect the fee. 
Effective Date: February 12, 1990. Rule 2.6(w) will take effect 
February 12, 1990 but immediately be suspended by the Com- 
missioner. The Office will provide written notice in the Federal 
Register sixty days before starting to collect fees for accessing 
T-Search. 

For Further Information: Frances Michalkewicz by tele- 

phone at (703) 557-1610 or by mail marked to her attention 
and addressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 
Supplementary Information: The purpose of this final rule is to 
establish new fees for the on-line use by the public of APS-Text, 
and T-Search that are to be provided in the Office’s facilities 
in Arlington, Virginia. This final rule is consistent with the 
Office’ s Electronic Data Dissemination Policies and Guidelines, 
which were published in final form in the Federal Register on 
May 3, 1989, at 54 FR 18920. Establishment and adjustment 
of patent fees is provided for by section 6 and section 41 of 
Title 35, United States Code, and section 103(b) of Pub. L. 100- 
703. Establishment and adjustment of trademark fees is author- 
ized by section 31 of the Trademark (Lanham) Act 1946, as 
amended (15 U.S.C. 1113), and section 103(a) of Pub. L. 100- 
703. Information on the procedures for public use of the au- 
tomated systems, including training, waivers, and the charging 
of fees, also is presented. 
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Background: \n response to Pub. L. 96-517, the 1980 leg- 
islation which amended patent and trademark laws, the Office 
prepared and submitted a plan for the automation of its opera- 
tions to Congress on December 13, 1982. The plan centered 
on two basic concepts: the creation of electronic data bases that 
(1) would eventually replace the Office’s all-paper patent and 
trademark files, and thereby improve the integrity and 
quality of Office records; and (2) would support searches, 
examinations, Office actions and other Office functions 
through electronic workstations which would provide text and 
image retrieval capabilities and perform other automation func- 
tions. 

Over 700,000 active Federal trademark registations have been 
converted to an electronic data base of textual and digital image 
data. A computer system has been installed to enable trademark 
examining attorneys to search the data base for registered and 
pending trademarks and associated textual data, including marks 
containing designs, and to retrieve, display and print all infor- 
mation as a substitute for paper file searches. Trademark ex- 
amining attorneys have been using T-Search exclusively since 
January 1988 via a network of approximately 40 terminals. After 
a six-month experimental T-Search evaluation program con- 
ducted between June and December 1988, the capability was 
deployed for public use in the Trademark Search Library on 
April 3, 1989. 

The T-Search “dead data base”, trademarks cancelled, ex- 
pired or abandoned since March 1984, also is available to the 
public, but approximately 17,000 images are missing and an 
additional 184,000 registrations and applications have not been 
quality checked. Trademark examining attorneys do not search 
this data base in connection with examining activities. 

An Automated Patent System (APS) was installed for test and 
evaluation purposes, using one patent examining group as an 
operational testbed. Major operational components of APS, that 
is, large scale computers with conventional magnetic storage 
devices, a high-speed local data communications network, and 
electronic workstations equipped with two high resolution graphic 
displays and laser printers were interconnected on July 1, 1986, 
to enable system test and evalu: tion to begin in the testbed group. 

On-line access to the full-te»t of all U.S. patents granted after 
1974 and then to English language abstracts of Japanese patents 
was deployed to the patent examining staff beginning in 1986. 
On-line access to APS-Text permits examiners to search the text 
of approximately one million U.S. patents containing more than 
five billion words. Today, all examiners have been trained in 
the use of the full-text searching tool, and it has become a routine 
part of the patent examination process for many examiners. 
Searches are conducted from approximately 71 single screen 
text terminals located throughout the Office. The APS-Text 
capability was deployed to the public in the Patent Search Room 
on April 3, 1989. 

The Office intends to enter the text of virtually all U.S. patents 
issued after 1970. In addition, selected tubular data and chemical 
and mathematical equations will be added to the current full 
text file. Ultimately, approximately 1.2 million U.S. patents will 
be available to both patent examiners and the public for search 
in full text form. 

Public evaluation of the APS full-text search capability was 
conducted between January 11 and April 15, 1988. Forty-two 
(42) public users were trained an APS-Text during January 1988, 
and allowed first-come/first-serve access to several terminals. 
Reactions of public users to APS-Text were positive. Public 
users found APS-Text useful for pre-application and state-of- 
the-art searches. 

A total of 38 public users were trained on T-Search during 
a public evaluation period conducted between June and Decem- 
ber 1988. Preliminary review indicated that public users con- 
sidered T-Search to be useful both as a source for registrability 
searching and for verifying paper searches. In addition, T-Search 
was found to facilitate searches by class and ownership. 

Pub. L. 100-703, enacted on November 19, 1988, allows the 
Commissioner to establish reasonable fees for public access to 
the automated search systems while it continues the require- 
ments that no more than 30 percent of automation resources 
may be from user fees and that the Office may not enter into 
exchange agreements relating to automatic data processing 
resources. 

Section 104(c) of Pub. L. 100-703 allows the Commissioner 
to waive the payment by an individual of fees for accessing the 
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automated search systems upon a showing of need or hardship, 
and if such waiver is in the public interest. 

The information contained in the automated data bases, which 
will be available to the public at the Patent and Trademark Office 
in Arlington, Virginia, is available free of charge at that location 
in paper form, and is substantially available through commercial 
vendors. The Office believes it to be in the public interest to 
waive the fee for public access to its text data bases in situations 
where access to the data base is needed for a personal, educa- 
tional purpose by an individual or member of an educational 
or non-profit organization, or where payment of the fee would 
pose a genuine financial hardship to the user. 

A personal, educational purpose is one in which the person 
using the data base is attempting to satisfy a personal need, and 
is not conducting a search or otherwise using the data base for 
compensation in any form. Examples of appropriate waiver 
situations would include students or teachers doing a term paper, 
a university professor collecting background information for the 
preparation of an application for a research grant. An example 
of a situation where a waiver would not be appropriate would 
include an individual doing work for renumeration — e.g., a 
law student doing a pre-examination or infringement search for 
a law firm. 

The Commissioner will further consider a fee waiver based 
on a genuine financial hardship. The person requesting a waiver 
will be required to provide information that would demonstrate 
a clear inability to pay the fee. 

A waiver for the payment of fees is intended to be granted 
sparingly, and generally only when terminals are available. It 
is not anticipated that fees will be waived for any one individual 
more than once or twice each year. The Commissioner reserves 
the authority to control access to the data bases and deny a waiver 
to any individual. 

The waiver policy would apply only to use of the automated 
system, and not to the printing or sale of copies. Any abuse of 
the waiver policy could lead to a ban on the use of any public 
search facility for that individual. 

Cost Calculations: The Office calculated unit costs for all fees 
based on OMB Circular A-25 “User Fees”, and OMB Circular 
A-130, “Management of Federal Information Resources.” Costs 
were determined from the best available records (for example, 
financial statements for the Office) and included direct and 
indirect costs to the Office of carrying out the activity, as directed 
by OMB Circular A-25. User charges for both APS-Text and 
T-Search were based on the marginal costs of providing these 
services to the public. 

In calculating the costs of providing access to T-Search and 
APS- Text to the public, the Office followed Congressional 
direction that fees be resonable by reflecting the marginai 
cost for providing the new service and not include the costs 
of designing or installing the automated system for use by 
Office examiners, or the development of the new sys- 
tems. 

Prior to preparation of this final rule, all of the cost assump- 
tions and cost calculations were reviewed and modified to en- 
sure that they included the Office’s best estimates and projec- 
tions. 


APS-Text 


The Office is establishing the $40.00 fee for each hour of 
terminal session time on APS-Text. The marginal costs for one 
hour terminal session time on APS-Text include a portion of 
the lease cost of a new computer mainframe which originally 
was to be acquired in fiscal year 1990 for use by Office patent 
examiners. To meet public search requirements, the mainframe 
is being leased earlier than originally planned. That portion of 
lease costs for the three (3) month period March 1990 through 
May 1990 over and above the lease costs for a mainframe sized 
to meet only examiner needs is being passed on to the user. After 
May 1990, the mainframe was intended to be procured and 
installed to support APS. Therefore, no costs are being passed 
on to the public user after that time. When public usage reaches 
the level where a mainframe dedicated for public use is required, 
fee adjustments will be proposed to pass all of the costs of that 
mainframe on to the public. 

The level of public use will affect the amount of main memory 
needed to support the additional search sessions. It is projected 
than an additional increment of main memory will be required 
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in fiscal years 1991 and 1992. This increment would not be 
required to support the examiner workload alone. 

The fee calculations for public access also include the costs 
for equipment: network interface units, text terminals, printer 
noise dampeners and text terminal printers. 

Other costs include a portion of the license fees that must 
be paid to Chemical Abstracts Service for its proprietary text 
and structure search software; additional personnel for the Patent 
Search Room, and the Office of Information Systems; computer 
installation costs; supplies and equipment dedicated to public 
use; and general and administrative overhead. 

The Office is providing free access time during training on 
the automated search systems in accordance with ? 104(c) of 
Public Law 100-703 which reads. “...a limited amount of free 
access shall be made available to all users of the systems for 
purposes of education and training.” 

The usage rate estimates are based on the three-month public 
user study performed from January through March 1988. For 
this study, 42 frequent Patent Search Room users were selected 
to be trained in the use of APS-Text. Three text terminals were 
made available to the trained public users at no charge. During 
the three-month study period, use of the three terminals averaged 
approximately 50 percent. While it is impossible to accurately 
predict future use by a more diverse group of public users, the 
cost calculations attempted to take into account the following 
factors and assumptions: 

1. Future public users, on averge, would use APS-Text less 
frequently than the 42 frequent users selected for the 1988 study, 
many of whom routinely used commercially available auto- 
mated text search tools. 

2. Collection of a fee for use (as opposed to the absence of 
any charge during the study) would reduce demand for text 
search services when compared with usage data obtained during 
the study period. 

3. The potential universe of public users is expected to average 
no more than 300 per day. 

4. The average length of a public user search session is 
projected to be approximately 22 minutes — the average length 
of a search session during the 1988 test of public use. 

5. Based on the preceding assumptions, if all 300 potential 
public users conducted a single search sessicn during a workday, 
a total of 110 hours of access would be required. Twenty-five 
text terminals available five days a week, twelve hours a day, 
would provide a maximum potential of 300 hours of available 
text search time. Under these assumptions, the number of text 
terminals appeared to be adequate for the foreseeable future. 

6. For purposes of actual use of available text terminals, the 
following estimates were used: 

(a) In fiscal year 1990, between four (4) and six (6) 
terminals would be available during the first quarter. An estimate 
of 45 percent utilization of available text terminal time was 
projected. By increasing the number of text terminals to 10 in 
January 1990 and 20 in April 1990, an estimate of 40 percent 
utilization of available text terminal time was projected. By 
increasing the number of text terminals to 25 in July 1990, an 
estimate of 35 percent utilization of available text terminal time 
was projected. 

(b) During fiscal year 1991 and beyond, stable leveis of 
usage were projected to be achieved, yielding an estimated 35 
percent average utilization of the 25 available terminals. This 
utilization rate equates to 105 session hours per day, or an 
average of 4.2 session hours per terminal per day. At an average 
of 22 minutes per session, a total of 286 search sessions per 
day. Although usage rates since the system was made available 
to the public in April 1989 have been higher than projected, 
the Office believes these projections are valid for the three-year 
fee cycle. 

A summary of the fee calculations is as follows: 


APS-Text 
Marginal Cost of One-Hour of 
Terminal Session Time 
(December 1989-November 1992) 


Public Share 
Cost Element (Marginal Cost) 
Personnel: Compensation 


and Benefits $ 918,196 
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Hardware & Maintenance 
Software (license fees) 
Site Preparation 
Non-capital Furniture 
Supplies & Forms 
Sub-Total 

General & Administrative 
Overhead 

TOTAL COST 
Estimated Use (hours) 


UNIT COST (per hour) 


$ 691,289 
$ 295,676 
$ 38,118 

$ 8,750 

$ 3,500 

$ 1,955,529 


$ 361,773 
$ 2,317,302 
65,946 

$ 35.14 


The marginal cost for one hour of Office staff search assis- 
tance on APS-text includes the costs of personnel compensation 
and benefits. 

A summary of the fee calculation is as follows: 


APS-Text 
Marginal Cost of One-Hour of 
Office Staff Search Assistance 
(December 1989-November 1992) 


Public Share 
( . 7 


Cost Element 


Personnel: 

Annual Compensation 
and Benefits 
TOTAL COST 

Work Hours (per annum) 
UNIT COST (per hour) 


$ 45,659 
1,776 
$ 25.71 


The marginal cost for a printed copy generated from APS- 
Text includes costs for compensation and benefits, printers, 
furniture for the printers, supplies and forms, and general and 
administrative overhead.. A summary is as follows: 


APS-Text 
Marginal Cost of 
Each Printed Page 
(December 1989-November 1992) 


Public Share 
Cost Element i ; 


Personnel: Compensation 
and Benefits 

Hardware & Maintenance 
Non-capital Furniture 
Supplies & Forms 
Sub-Total 

General & Administrative 
Overhead 

TOTAL COST 
Estimated Use (pages) 
UNIT COST (per page) 


T-Search 


$ 173,472 
$ 13,483 

$ 5,000 
$ 35,882 
$ 227,837 


$ 42,150 
$ 269,987 
4,496,325 

-$0.060 


The marginal cost for one hour of terminal session time on 
T-Search includes the costs of personnel in the Trademark 
Search Library, maintenance of the T-Search terminals, routine 
site preparation, supplies and forms, and general and admin- 
istrative overhead. The Office is establishing the $40.00 fee for 
each hour of terminal session time on T-Search, but is imme- 
diately suspending collection of that fee in order to provide 
public users additional time to familiarize themselves with the 
system. 

The comments submitted in response to the proposed rule- 
making indicate that the public users have not adequately ad- 
justed to the T-Search system. During the period collection of 
the fee is suspended, the public will have an opportunity to better 
learn the system so as to perform more effective searches than 
they may be experiencing now. The Office will publish a notice 
in the Federal Register sixty days before it begins collecting 
a fee for public access to T-Search. 

Usage rates for T-Search during fiscal years 1990-1992 were 
projected to be 28 percent of the hours the system would be 
available to the public. This rate was extrapolated from actual 
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usage rates during the T-Search public user pilot program which 
was conducted from June through December 1988. A total of 
38 members of the public were trained on T-Search, and about 
24 to 28 public users were active on T-Search each month. The 
overall usage rate of these active users was 14 percent of the 
hours the system was available to the public. In projecting usage 
rates on which to base a fee amount, it was anticipated that the 
overall number of users and the usage rate would double once 
T-Search was made available in the Trademark Search Library 
to all users of that search facility and training was provided on 
a routine basis. Although usage rates since the system was made 
available to the public in April 1989 have been higher projected, 
the Office believes these projections are valid for the three-year 
fee cycle. 
A summary of the fee calculations are as follows: 


T-Search 
Marginal Cost of One-Hour of 
Terminal Session Time 
(December 1989-November 1992) 


Public Share 
Personnel: Compensation 
and Benefits 
Hardware & Maintenance 
Site Preparation 
Supplies & Forms 
Sub-Total 
General & Administrative 
Overhead 
TOTAL COST 
Estimated Use (hours) 
UNIT COST (per hour) 


$ 154,451 
$ 28,809 
$ 1,000 
$ 3,298 
$ 187,558 


$ 54,698 
$ 222,256 
5,985 

$ 37.14 


The marginal cost for a printed copy generated from T-Search 
includes costs for compensation, and supplies and forms. 
A summary of the costs is as follows: 


T-Search 
Marginal Cost of 
Each Printed Page 
(December 1989-November 1992) 


Public Share 
Cost Element 


Personnel: Compensation 
and Benefits 

Hardware & Maintenance 
Supplies & Forms 
Sub-Total 

General & Administrative 
Overhead 

TOTAL COST 
Estimated Use (pages) 448,875 
UNIT COST (per page) $ 0.097 


The proposed fee of $25.00 for each hour of Office staff search 
assistance to conduct a search using T-Search has been with- 
drawn. The T-Search system can be used by the public with 
routine assistance provided by the regular staff of the Trademark 
Search Library. This is similar to assistance on how to use the 
paper files now provided free of charge by the Trademark Search 
Library staff. Office employees will neither work one-on-one 
with members of the public in conducting searches, nor con- 
ducted searches for members of the public. 

Rounding Procedures: Fee amounts were rounded so that the 
amount rounded would be de minimis and convenient to the 
user. This procedure is consistent with section 103(b) of 
Pub. L. 100-703 which allows the Office to adjust patent 
fees in the aggregate, and with section 103(a) of Pub. L. 100- 
703 which allows the Office to adjust trademark fees in the 
aggregate. 

The Office has detailed cost calculation worksheets for each 
fee item, which are available for public inspection in Suite 904 
of Building 2, Crystal Park at 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
Virginia. 


$ 27,862 
$ 5,274 
$ 3,579 

$ 36,715 


$ 6,792 
$ 43,507 
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PROCEDURES FOR PUBLIC USE OF 
APS-TEXT AND T-SEARCH 


Patent Search Room Configuration 


Initially four (4) text search terminals will be installed and 
available for public use in the Patent Search Room. A printer 
will be associated with each text search terminal. An additional 
terminal will be located in Patent Search Room employee office 
space for control and adminstrative activities. Up to twenty-one 
(21) more terminals and printers are planned to be added for 
public use during fiscal year 1990, if necessary. 


Trademark Search Library Configuration 


Initially three (3) T-Search terminals with associated printers 
all be installed and available for public use in the Trademark 
Search Library. The terminals will be clustered in one area of 
the Trademark Search Library. An additional terminal will be 
located in Trademark Search Library employee office space for 
control and administration activities. Additional terminals 
and printers will be added as demand warrants and space permits. 


Training 


To enable prospective public users to become effective on 
APS-Text, approximately fourteen (14) hours of free basic 
training is being offered. For those familiar with automated 
search systems, a shorter course of six (6) hours is provided 
Ten (10) members of the public can be trained during each class. 
Training is being held at the Office’s Arlington, Va. complex 
during normal work hours. 

Four (4) hours of basic training is being offered on the use 
of T-Search. For those familiar with automated search systems, 
a shorter course of one (1) hour is available. T-Search training 
is being held in the Office’s Arlington, Va. complex during 
morning, evening and weekend hours. 

Enrollment in all training classes initially was on a lottery 
basis. Public users who wished to be trained on APS-Text or 
T-Search were required to submit an application form. The 
Office is now accepting requests for training and adding the 
names to the list. As of August 31, 1989, 696 people or 70 percent 
of all those requesting training have been trained. 


System Use and Fee Procedures 


To ensure equity of public access to the automated systems, 
as well an efficient operations, rules for use will be posted at 
the terminals. Users of the systems will be expected to comply 
with the rules and with all other regulations regarding the use 
of facilities. 

Users are strongly encouraged to register in advance for 
system use. Each week, the next week’s schedule will be avail- 
able in the Patent Search room and the Trademark Search 
Library. Should requests for blocks of terminal time exceed the 
availability of terminals, limits on the amount of reserved time 
may be instituted. Up to three (3) of the initial four (4) terminals 
in the Patent Search Room and up to two (2) of the initial three 
(3) terminals in the Trademark Search Library will be allocated 
to public users with advance reserved times. The remaining 
terminal in the Patent Search Room will be available for walk- 
up users and for assisted searches for infrequent users. The 
remaining terminal in the Trademark Search Library will be 
available for walk-up users. The terminal time reservation system 
and the number of terminals available for walk-up public use 
and for assisted searches (in the Patent Search Room) is subject 
to change based upon operational experience. 

All public use of APS-Text and T-Search, with the exception 
of scheduled training classes, is on a pre-payment basis. In pre- 
paying for use of the systems, the public may use a blank signed 
check, major credit card or charge to a deposit account. At the 
end of the search or the pre-paid amount of time, users will 
receive an accounting from Patent Search Room or Trademark 
Search Library staff for terminal time used and prints produced. 
The user must then finalized payment. 


Discussion of Specific Rules 


37 CFR 1.21 Miscellaneous fees and charges. 
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Section 1.21 is amended to add new paragraph (0) to set the 
fees for access to the Automated Patent System full-text search 
capability (APS-Text) and to provide for the waiver of fees under 
certain circumstances. 

Section 1.21 is amended to add new paragraph (p) to set the 
fees for APS-Text search assistance by Office staff. 

Section 1.21 is amended to add new paragraph (q) to set the 
fee for a printed copy from APS-Text. 


37 CFR 2.6 Trademark fees 


Section 2.6 is amended to add new paragraph (w) to set the 
fees for access to the automated trademark search system (T- 
Search) and to provide for the waiver of fees under certain 
circumstances. 

Section 2.6 is amended to add new paragraph (x) to set the 
fee for a printed copy from T-Search. 

A final rule package establishing two new fees under the 
provisions of Pub. L. 100-667, the Trademark Law Revision 
Act of 1988, has been published which added paragraphs (u) 
and (v) to section 2.6. Therefore, the rule has been modified 
from the proposal to add paragraphs (w) and (x) instead of 
paragraphs (u), (v) and (w). 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


A notice of proposed rulemaking to establish a basis for the 
charges for use of the on-line automated search systems in the 
Patent Search Room and Trademark Search Library located at 
the Patent and Trademark Office in Arlington, Virginia was 
published in the Federal Register on May 3, 1989, at 54 FR 
18967. Corrections were published in the Federal Register on 
May 12, 1989, at 54 FR 20670. A notice also was published 
on May 30, 1989, in volume 1102 of the Official Gazette of 
the United States Patent and Trademark Office, pages 94 through 
98 for patents, and pages 96 through 100 for trademarks. 

A public hearing was conducted on June 30, 1989. A total 
of 25 comments were received: 24 respondents submitted written 
comments and five people presented oral testimony (four of 
whom also submitted written comments) at the public hearing. 
On the 25 comments, twelve (12) were from individuals, seven 
(7) from libraries, five (5) from organizations and one (1) from 
business. All of the written and oral comments were considered 
in adopting the rules set forth herein. 

Many of the comments from the representatives of the Patent 
Depository Libraries raised questions or commented on the 
proposed rules from the perspective of their impact on Patent 
Depository Libraries. The proposed rules and policies set forth 
in the Federal Register Notice of May 3, 1989 are applicable 
only to the automated search systems provided in PTO’s facili- 
ties located in Arlington, Virginia. When the Office is prepared 
to offer the automated search systems at the Patent Depository 
Libraries, a proposed notice will be published for public com- 
ment. Therefore, any comments relating to procedures for ac- 
cessing the automated search systems in the Patent Depository 
Libraries will not be addressed at this time. 

Comment: Overall, nine respondents acknowledged the use- 
fulness of the automated search systems, particularly APS-Text. 
Although seven respondents alleged that T-Search is not ade- 
quate to meet the needs of the public, that its response time is 
too slow, and that it is not sufficiently accurate to meet the 
specific needs of the commentor, most of these respondents 
acknowledged that T-Search had the potential for being a useful 
tool. Documentaton of specific probiems, for example, those 
associated with conducting a phonetic search, were provided. 
Two respondents said that T-Search is flawed and the decision 
to require examiners to use the system on an exclusive basis 
was ill-advised and regrettable. 

Response: Trademark examining attorneys have been using 
T-Search for word mark searches since August 1987, and for 
word mark and design searches since January 1988. The public 
has been using the system since Apri 3, 1989. 

The minutes to the September 27, 1988, meeting of the Public 
Advisory Committee for Trademark Affairs, express the view 
that: “...T-Search searches are more thorough than manual 
searches.” The transcript to that meeting contains the following 
comments: “I don’t think there is any question, but a T-Search 
[sic] properly done gives an excellent result” and “...from the 
corporate point of view, ... | am pleased to say that I like what 
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I see. I like the very fast action we’re getting on the first action.” 
From the transcript to the February 23, 1988 meeting: “I'd like 
to start with a glowing report. I think that the registration process 
is working very well. From my own personal experience in terms 
of what the examiners are doing, they get an A plus. They’re 
really doing a good job.” 

The concensus of the management of the Trademark Exam- 
ining Operation is that the T-Search system meets the needs of 
the Office at this time. There is no indication in any records 
or activities in the PTO which would indicate that the use of 
T-Search has caused a deterioration in the quality of 
searches conducted by Trademark examining attorn- 
eys. 

The difference between the perceptions of the Trademark 
examining attorneys and the public may be attributed to several 
factors; Trademark examining attorneys use the system on a 
daily basis; they know what the system can do and what it cannot 
do and avoid the latter; and they know how to utilize the system’s 
functionalities to perform the best search possible. Further, 
Trademark examining attorneys do different types of searches, 
and have different needs, than the public. T-Search use statistics 
for the period April 1989 through August 1989 demonstrate that 
the public is making extensive use of the system. Following is 
a summary of those statistics: 

Month Available Hours Used Rate 
Hours By Public of Usage 


Average 
Session Time 


April 513 108 
May 513 126 
June 627 183 
July 570 186 
August 656 217 


21% 
24% 
29% 
33% 
33% 


13.02 min. 
12.25 min. 
10.84 min. 
12.51 min. 
9.66 min. 


This usage rate compares favorably to the projected usage 
rate of 28 percent. 

Comment: Seven respondents claimed that the paper Trade- 
mark files have been allowed to deteriorate and, therefore, are 
not reliable for use by the public. 


Response: The Office contracts for file maintenance sevices 
in both the Trademark Search Library and the Patent Search 
Room. Among the tasks performed by the contractor in the 
Trademark Search Library are maintaining the pending files, 
filing newly registered Trademarks, pulling erroneous registra- 
tions from the file, etc. The contract for the Trademark Search 
Library includes a monitoring system based on MIL-STD 105, 
which is a sampling plan that provides a 97 percent accuracy 
level. Once the contractor completes a task, Office staff check 
the required sample levels to ensure that filing was performed 
accurately. The Office is constantly monitoring the status of the 
paper files, but notes that maintenance of paper file integrity 
is subject to inherent limitations. 

Comment: In view of the above comments about the inade- 
quacy of the Trademark paper search files and T-Search, six 
respondents advocated the need for T-Search, at no charge to 
the user, as an adjunct or back-up to the paper files. One 
respondent suggested a similar arrangement in the Patent Search 
Room. 

Response: The Office has adopted the $40.00 fee amount for 
one hour of terminal session time on both APS-Text and T- 
Search. In order to give the public more time to become familiar 
with the T-Search system, the Commissioner is immediately 
suspending collection of that fee. This will enable users to learn 
the system so as to perform more effective searches. The Office 
will publish a notice in the Federal Register announcing its 
decision regarding the imposition of the fee at least 60 days 
before starting to collect the fee amount. At that time, the Office 
also will publish validated cost estimates based on usage rates 
and actual costs documented from the present time to the time 
the decision to collect a fee is made. 

Comment: Two respondents claimed that the objective of 
automation necessarily comtemplated a free search system to 
give meaning to the constructive notice provisions of the Trade- 
mark Act. 

Response: Registration of a trademark constitutes construc- 
tuve notice and records of all active trademark registrations and 
pending applications are available for searching free of charge 
in the paper file and on TRAM (Trademark Reporting and 
Monitoring System) data base. 
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Comment: One respondent claimed that PTO is required to 
provide access to disclosed patent information as the informa- 
tion is made public; four respondents were opposed to the Office 
charging fees for accessing the automated search systms; two 
other respondents commented that the Office should not charge 
fees for using systems designed to be the sole searching source 
of the public records which the Office is charged by law to 
provide; and one respondent commented that the proposal to 
limit access to the automated data bases only to those who can 
pay a fee is deplorable policy at a time when there is concern 
about industrial competitiveness with Japan. 

Response: The Office will continue to make the paper and/ 
or microfilm collections of U.S. patents, foreign patent docu- 
ments and U.S. trademark registrations available for pubic access 
free of charge. The Office also has adopted a policy whereby 
the hourly terminal session fee for access to the data base can 
be waived when it is needed for a personal, educational purpose 
by an individual or member of an educational or non-profit 
organization, or where payment of the fee would pose a genuine 
financial hardship to the user. In this way, the Office will 
continue to provide public access to all available information 
free of charge. 

Comment: One respondent commented that user fees for 
electronic data is a form of dual taxation when information was 
gathered, organized and produced at taxpayers expense; and two 
respondents claimed that users of information have contributed 
up to 30 percent of the $120 milllion for development of the 
APS system to date — in other words, the public already has 
paid for APS. 

Response: \n calculating the proposed fees, the Office is 
consistent with the Office of Management and Budget’s pro- 
posed policy on user charges for Government information prod- 
ucts, as clarified in the June 15, 1989 Federal Register notice 
entitled “Second Advance Notice of Further Policy Develop- 
ment on Dissemination of Information.” In that notice, OMB’s 
stated policy is that user charges for Government Information 
products should be no higher than a level sufficient to recover 
the costs of disseminating, not collecting, the information. 

The costs associated with the fees for accessing APS-Text 
and T-Search are directly related to the public’s use of the 
systems; for example, the costs associated with the acquisition 
of the APS-Text terminals that are being used by the public. 
No costs associated with designing or installing the automated 
system for use by Office examiners, or the development of the 
new systems have been included. Neither have costs been 
included for gathering, organizing or producing information. 

The Federal Register notice of June 15, 1989 (54 FR 25554, 
25558) dealing with policy development on dissemination of 
information states that: “As to double taxation, OMB notes that 
user charges policy has a basis in statute (31 U.S.C. 9701), and 
the Congress has not viewed user charges as double taxation 
because they are annlied when the recipient receives special 
benefits.” 

Comment: Two respondents stated that Government informa- 
tion is the same, whether it is provided in printed or electronicform. 

Response: Charging fees for access to the automated search 
systems is consistent with PTO’s fee policy. For example, fees 
are charged for manual search services (e.g., for a search of 
Office records or for a search of assignment records), and for 
printed copies of patents and trademarks and for copies of Office 
documents. 

Comment: The Japanese system is available at four locations 
at no cost, and includes U.S. information made available at U.S. 
taxpayer expense. 

Response: The Japanese automated search system, like the 
automated search systems in the PTO’s search facilities, is being 
made available free of charge at the present time. The costs of 
such use, however, are being paid from general fee revenues 
collected by the Japanese Patent Office. Additionally, the APS- 
Text system currently includes Japanese English language ab- 
stracts and the Office is in the process of acquiring Japanese 
patent information in digital facsimile form. 

Comment: One respondent commented that PTO has no re- 
sponsibility to provide an expensive, complex, iniernal Gov- 
ernment on-line value-added computer service, that this is far 
beyond the requirements of public access to patent files; and 
another respondent commented that it is in the public interest 
to have the same system that is being used by the examiners 
also available to the public. 
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Response: The Office agrees that it is in the public interest 
to provide the same search system capability to the public that 
is being used by the examiners. 

Comment: One respondent stated that providing free access 
is not competing with the private sector, and that there always 
is a place for the private sector to provide value-added infor- 
mation. 

Response: The user charges adopted for public access to the 
APS-Test and T-Search systems are consistent with OMB Cir- 
culars A-25 “User Charges” and A-130 “Management of Federal 
Information Resources”, and with the PTO’s Electronic Data 
Dissemination Policies and Guidelines. The PTO’s user’s fees 
are designed to recover the marginal costs associated with 
providing access to the automated search systems to the public. 

Ccmment: Five respondents stated that the proposed fees are 
not “reasonable” and the Office does not have documented 
cost estimates and usage rates to support the proposed fee 
amounts. 

Response: The Office is meeting Congressional direction to 
establish “reasonable” fees by recovering only the marginal 
costs associated with providing public access to the automated 
search systems. Costs and projected usage rates were determined 
from the best available records, for example, financial state- 
ments for the Office and the results of the public evaluations 
of the APS-Text and T-Search systems. A summary of the costs 
used in the fee calculations is included above under “Cost 
Calculations.” Full details of these cost calculations are available 
for public inspection at the Patent and Trademark Office in Suite 
904 of Building 2, Crystal Park, at 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
Virginia. 

Comment: Two respondents questioned the proposed fees for 
search assistance. If the search assistance is similar to that which 
is provided free now, there should be no fee. If the search 
assistance entails doing searches, the Office should not be 
getting into that business. 

Response: The PTO is withdrawing the proposed fee for staff 
search assistance to conduct a search using T-Search capabili- 
ties. The fee for staff search assistance to conduct a search using 
APS-Text capabilities is being adopted, because an untrained 
user cannot conduct a search without significant help from 
Office staff. Users of course, have the option of obtaining free 
training on the system. 

Comment: One respondent commented that user fees cannot 
be justified under the theory that electronic search provides a 
new service or offers an enhancement to the public’s ability to 
search the patent data base, and that the public has an option 
of paying the fee or using the paper files. Another respondent 
commented that APS-Text and T-Search represent enhance- 
ments to services already provided. 

Response: The fees are specifically authorized under $ 104 
(c) of Pub. L. 100-703 and are calculated to allow recovery of 
only the marginal cost for providing the system to the public. 

Coiiiieni. Two respondents claimed that the Office should 
ask Congress for funding to offer free access here and at the 
PDLs. 

Response: It continues to be PTO policy, consistent with OMB 
Circular A-130, that costs for access to the automated search 
systems be borne by those who actually use the automated search 
systems. 

Comment: One respondent claimed that the accuracy of the 
trademark data base is suspect. 

Response: All of the backfile data base elements (registrations 
issued prior to September 9, 1980) have been corrected except 
owner information. As originally planned, the owner field will 
be cleaned up the active registrations issued prior to September 
9, 1980. It is projected that this owner field will be cleaned up 
by the third quarter of fiscal year 1991. 

Comment: Three respondents claimed that the public requires 
access to the dead data base. 

Response: The Office will consider this proposal further. The 
dead data base is now available in electronic format for all 
applications and registrations that were active on January 1, 
1983 and are now inactive. However, many of these records 
are of poor quality. Costs for cleaning up these records wouid 
be significant, and those costs would likely be reflected in the 
T-Search user fee. 

Comment: Four respondents addressed the fee waiver policy. 
The proposal to waive fee appears inconsistent wih PTO’s 
position that the free paper search files provide an equal and 
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viable resource to anyone not wanting to pay for the automated 
files. If paper records are inferior, then anyone seeking access 
to T-Search should be able to qualify for the fee waiver. If the 
paper records are adequate, then there should be no need to 
waive the access fee for anyone. 

Response: The waiver policy authorized by Pub. L. 100-703 
is designed for those individuals who, for some reason in the 
public interest, such as an educational purpose, need the capa- 
bilities of the automated system, for example, to manipulate the 
data. 

Comment. One respondent commented that the procedure 
to enroll people in training classes by the use of a lottery was 
unfair and that everyone who wants to be trained should be 
enrolled. 

Response: The lottery was a method for establishing the initial 
schedules to provide training. Everyone who requests training 
will be trained. As of August 31, 1989, 449 out of 623 people 
requesting training on APS-Text, and 247 out of 376 people 
requesting training on T-Search have been trained. 

Comment: One respondent commented that advance regis- 
tration is an unrealistic approach for many searchers. 

Response: At least one terminal in the Patent Search Room 
and one in the Trademark Search Library will be available for 
walk-up users. The other terminals will be available first for users 
with a reservation and then, if needed, for walk-up users. The 
system is designed to ensure equity of public access to the 
automated systems. 

Comment: Two respondents asked for information justifying 
that this is not a “Major Rule” as defined by Executive Order 
12291, and that the rule will not have a significant adverse impact 
on small entities. 

Response: The no “major rule” determination and no signifi- 
cant adverse impact on small entities was based on the fact that 
the automated systems are being offered only at the Patent and 
Trademark Office’s public search facilities located in Arlington, 
Virginia. The total number of users of these facilities averages 
less than 400 a day, and many of these users are members of 
law firms or commercial search services. The annual effect on 
the economy is expected to be about $1 million, far less than 
the $100 million annual threshold specified in the Executive 
Order. The fees for accessing the automated search systems are 
reasonable and should not burden small entities and, at the same 
time, the Office is continuing to maintain the paper search files 
which are available to the public free of charge. Finally, there 
should be no significant adverse effects on competition, because 
the systems are being offered only at one location, the Patent 
and Trademark Office in Arlington, Virginia, and the public may 
continue to use paper files without payment of any fee. 

Comment: Five respondent commented that user fees burden 
small entities and run counter to a fundamental objective of the 
patent system which is to advance technology through 
dissemination of the technical information contained in patents. 

Response: The Office does not believe that the fee amounts 
adopted will burden small entities or negatively impact the 
dissemination of technical information. The Office also will 
continue to maintain the paper search files using taxpayer funds, 
and provide access to the public free of charge. Further, the 
Office has adopted a fee waiver policy whereby the fee amount 
can be waived where access to the data base is needed for a 
personal, educational purpose by an individual or member of 
an educational or non-profit organization, or where payment of 
the fee would pose a genuine financial hardship to the user. Full 
details are included above under “Background”. 

Comment: One respondent commented that the Office needs 
a policy to ensure that no user of the patent and trademark 
information is disenfranchised due to an inability to pay for the 
services necessary to its access. 

Response: The Commissioner will consider a fee waiver for 
users with a genuine financial hardship. 


Other Considerations: 


The rule change is in conformity with the requirements of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-354), Executive Orders 
12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
44 U.S.C. 3501, et seq. There are no information collection 
requirements relating to patent and trademark fee rules. 

The Office has determined that this notice has no Federalism 
implications affecting the relationship between the National 
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Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that the rule change will not have a significant 
adverse economic impact on a substantial number of small 
entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 96-354). The rules 
make the Office’s on-line, automated patent full-text search and 
trademark search systems available to the public at rates sig- 
nificantly less than commercial systems. 

The Office has determined that this rule change is not a major 
rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on the 
economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no major 
increase in costs or prices for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State or local government agencies, or geographic 
regions. There will be no significant adverse effects on com- 
petition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or 
on the ability of United States-based enterprises to compete with 
foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Parts 1 and 2 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Inventions and 
patents, Lawyers, Reporting and record keeping requirements, 
Small businesses. 


37 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Lawyers, Trade- 
marks. 


For the reasons set forth in the permeable, the Office is 
proposing to amend Title 37 of the code of Federal Regulations, 
Chapter |, as set forth below. 


PART 1-RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES. 
1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read 


as follows: 
Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.21 is amended by adding new paragraphs (0)-(q). 


$1.21 Miscellaneous fees and charges. 


* * * * 


(0) Marginal cost, paid in advance, for each hour of terminal 
session time, including print time, using Automated Patent 
System full-text search capabilities, prorated for the actual time 
used. The Commissioner may waiver the payment by an indi- 
vidual for access to the Automated Patent System full-text search 
capability (APS-Text) upon a showing of need or hardship, and 
if such waiver is in the public interest $40.00 

(p) Marginal cost, paid advance, for each hour of Office staff 
search assistance to conduct a search using Automated Patent 
System full-text search capabilities (APS-Text), prorated for the 
actual time used 

(q) Marginal cost, for each printed page generated from the 
Automated Patent System text terminal 


PART 2- RULES OF PRACTICE IN TRADEMARK CASES 
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1. The authority citation for Part 2 continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 2.6 is amended by adding new paragraphs (w)-(x). 
§2.6 Trademark fees 


* *+ * *€ * 


(w) Marginal cost, paid in advance, for each hour of terminal 
session time, including print time, using T-Search capabilities, 
prorated for the actual time used. The Commissioner may waive 
the payment by an individual for access to T-Search upon a 
showing of need or hardship, and if such waiver is in the public 
interest 

(x) Marginal cost, for each printed page generated from the 
T-Search terminal 


JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 
ActingCommissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks 


Dec. 4, 1989 


{1110 O.G. 601) 
(34) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 2 
Patent and Trademark Automated Search System Fees 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Listing of suspension of final rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office), on De- 
cember 11, 1989, amended the rules of practice in patent and 
trademark cases, Parts | and 2 of Title 37, Code of Federal 
Regulations, setting forth the fees for public access to the Of- 
fice’s text data bases: the Automated Patent System (APS) and 
the automated trademark search system (T-Search). 54 FR 50942. 
That final rule became effective on February 12, 1990. On that 
date, 37 CFR 2.6(w), dealing with T-Search fees, took effect, 
but was immediately suspended by the Commissioner. 

The collection of the fee was initially suspended to permit 
users to become familiar with the T-Search system. The T- 
Search system has been available to the public since April 1989, 
a sufficient time for users to become familiar with the system. 
Therefore, as provided in the final rule, the Office now gives 
notice that the suspension is lifted. The Office will begin to 
collect the fees set forth in 37 CFR 2.6(w) sixty (60) days from 
the date of this notice. Cost estimates based on usage and actual 
costs are available for inspection in the Office of Long-Range 
Planning and Evaluation, Room 507, Crystal Park 1, Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, Virginia. 

Dates: The suspension of 37 CFR 2.6(w) is lifted as of Nov. 
13, 1990. The collection of fees under 37 CFR 2.6(w) will begin 
on November 13, 1990 
For Further Information Contact: Frances Michalkewicz by 
telephone at (703) 557-1610 or by mail to her attention and 
addressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 
September 4, 1990 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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Public Law 96-517 
96th Congress 
An Act 


To amend the patent and trademark laws. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembleThat title 35 of the United States Code, entitled “Patents’’, is amended 
by adding after chapter 29 the following new chapter 30: 
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“CHAPTER 30-PRIOR ART CITATIONS TO OFFICE AND 
REEXAMINATION OF PATENTS Dec.12, 1980 
|H.R. 6933] 
“Sec. 
"301. Citation of prior art. Patent and 
302. Request for reexamination. trademark laws. 
303. Determination of issue by Commissioner. amendment. 
304. Reexamination order by Commissioner. 
305. Conduct of reexamination proceedings. 
306. Appeal. 
307. Certificate of patentability, unpatentability, 
and claim cancellation. 


“$301. Citation of prior art 
35 USC 301 

Any person at any time may cite to the Office in writing prior art consisting of patents 
or printed publications which that person believes to have a bearing on the patentability 
of any claim of a particular patent. If the person explains in writing the pertinency and 
manner of applying such prior art to at least one claim of the patent, the citation of such 
prior art and the explanation thereof will become a part of the official file of the patent. 
At the written request of the person citing the prior art, his or her identity will be excluded 
from the patent file and kept confidential. 


“§ 302. Request for reexamination 35 USC 302 
“Any person at any time may file a request for reexamination by the Office of any 

claim of a patent on the basis of any prior art cited under the provisions of section 301 

of this title. The request must be in writing and must be accompanied by payment of a 

reexamination fee established by the Commissioner of Patents pursuant to the provisions 

of section 41 of this title. The request must set forth the pertinency and manner of applying 

cited prior art to every claim for which reexamination is requested. Unless the requesting 

person is the owner of the patent, the Commissioner promptly will send a copy of the 

request to the owner of record of the patent. 


“§ 303. Determination of issue by Commissioner 


"(a) Within three months following the filing of a request for reexamination under 
provisions of section 302 of this title, the Commissioner will determine whether a substantial 
new question of patentability affecting any claim of the patent concerned is raised by the 
request, with or without consideration of other patents or printed publications. On his own 
initiative, and any time, the Commissioner may determine whether a substantial new 
question of patentability is raised by patents and publications discovered by him or cited 
under the provisions of section 301 of this title. 

“(b) A record of the Commissioner's determination under subsection (a) of this section 
will be placed in the official file of the patent and a copy promptly will be given or mailed 
to the owner of record of the patent and to the person requesting reexamination, if any. 

“(c) A determination by the Commissioner pursuant to subsection (a) of this section 
that no substantial new question of patentability has been raised will be final and non- 
appealable. Upon such a determination, the Commissioner may refund a portion of the 
reexamination fee required under section 302 of this title. 


“§ 304. Reexamination order by Commissioner 


“If, in a determination made under the provisions of subsection 303(a) of this title, the 
Commissioner finds that a substantial new question of patentability affecting any claim 
of a patent is raised, the determination will include an order for reexamination of the patent 
for resolution of the question. The patent owner will be given a reasonable period, not 
less than two months from the date a copy of the determination is given or mailed to him, 
within which he may file a statement on such question, including any amendment to his 
patent and new claim or claims he may wish to propose, for consideration in the reex- 
amination. If the patent owner files such a statement, he promptly will serve a copy of 
it on the person who has_ requested reexamination under the provisions of section 302 
of this title. Within a period of two months from the date of service, that person may file 
and have considered in the reexamination a reply to any statement filed by the patent owner. 
That person promptly will serve on the patent owner a copy of any reply filed. 


“§ 305. Conduct of reexamination proceedings 


“After the times for filing the statement and reply provided for by section 304 of this 
title have expired, reexamination will be conducted according to the procedures established 
for initial examination under the provisions of sections 132 and 133 of this title. In any 
reexamination proceeding under this chapter, the patent owner will be permitted to propose 
any amendment io his patent and a new claim or claims thereto, in order to distinguish 35 USC 132,133. 
the invention as claimed from the prior art cited under the provisions of section 301 of 
this title, or in response to a decision adverse to the patentability of a claim of a patent. 
No proposed amended or new claim enlarging the scope of a claim of the patent will be 
permitted in a reexamination proceeding under this chapter. All reexamination proceedings 
under this section, including any appeal to the Board of Appeals, will be conducted with 
special dispatch within the Office. 
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“§ 306. Appeal 


“The patent owner involved in a reexamination proceeding under this chapter may appeal 
under the provisions of section 134 of this title, and may seek court review under the provisions 
of sections 141 to 145 of this title, with respect to any decision adverse to the patentability 
of any original or proposed amended or new claim of the patent. 


“§ 307. Certificate of patentability, unpatentability, and claim cancellation 


“(a) In a reexamination proceeding under this chapter, when the time for appeal has expired 
or any appeal proceeding has terminated, the Commissioner will issue and publish a certificate 
canceling any claim of the patent finally determined to be unpatentable, confirming any claim 
of the patent determined to be patentable, and incorporating in the patent any proposed amended 
or new claim determined to be patentable. 

“(b) Any proposed amended or new claim determined to be patentable and incorporated 
into a patent following a reexamination proceeding will have the same effect as that specified 
in section 252 of this title for reissued patents on the right of any person who made, purchased, 
or used anything patented by such proposed amended or new claim, or who made substantial 
preparation for the same, prior to issuance of a certificate under the provisions of subsection 
(a) of this section.” 

SEC. 2. Section 41 of title 35, United Siates Code, is amended to read as follows: 


§ 41. Patent fees 


“(a) The Commissioner of Patents will establish fees for the processing of an application 
for a patent, from filing through disposition by issuance or abandonment, for maintaining a 
patent in force, and for providing all other services and materials related to patents. No fee 
will be established for maintaining a design patent in force. 

“(b) By the first day of the first fiscal year beginning on or after one calendar year after 
enactment of this Act, fees for the actual processing of an application for a patent, other than 
for a design patent, from filing through dispostion by issuance or abandonment, will recover 
in aggregate 25 per centum of the estimated average cost to the Office of such processing. 
By the first day of the first fiscal year beginning on or after one calendar year after enactment, 
fees for the processing of an application for a design patent, from filing through disposition 
by issuance or abandonment, will recover in aggregate SO per centum of the estimated average 
cost to the Office of such processing. 

“(c) By the fifteenth fiscal year following the date of enactment of this Act, fees for 
maintaining patents in force will recover 25 per centum of the estimated cost to the Office, 
for the year in which such maintenance fees are received, of the actual processing all applications 
for patents, other than for design patents, from filing through disposition by issuance or 
abandonment. Fees for maintaining a patent in force will be due three years and six months, 
seven years and six months, and eleven years and six months after the grant of the patent. 
Unless payment of the applicable maintenance fee is received in the Patent and Trademark 
Office on or before the date the fee is due or within a grace period of six months thereafter, 
the patent will expire as of the end of such grace period. The Commissioner may require the 
payment of a surcharge as a condition of accepting within such six-month grace period the 
late payment of an applicable maintenance fee. 

“(d) By the first day of the first fiscal year beginning on or after one calendar year after 
enactment, fees for all other services or materials related to patents will recover the estimated 
average cost to the Office of performing the service or furnishing the material. The yearly 
fee for providing a library specified in section 13 of this title with uncertified printed 
copies of the specifications anu drawings for all patents issued in that year will be 
$50. 

“(e) The Commissioner may waive the payment of any fee for any service or material related 
to patents in connection with an occasional or incidental request made by a department or 
agency of the Government, or any officer thereof. The Commissioner may provide any applicant 
issued a notice under section 132 of this title with a copy of the specifications and drawings 
for all patents referred to in that notice without charge. 


“(f) Fees will be adjusted by the Commissioner to achieve the levels of recovery specified in 
this section; however, no patent application processing fee or fee for maintaining a patent in force 
will be adjusted more than once every three years. 

“(g) No fee established by the Commissioner under this section will take effect prior to sixty 
days following notice in the Federal Register.”’ 

SEC. 3. Section 42 of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: 


§ 42. Patent and Trademark Office funding 


“(a) All fees for services performed by or materials furnished by the Patent and Trademark 
Office will be payable to the Commissioner. 

“(b) All fees paid to the Commissioner and all appropriations for defraying the costs of the 
activities of the Patent and Trademark Office will be credited to the Patent and Trademark Office 
Appropriation Account in the Treasury of the United States, the provisions of section 72S5e of title 
31, United States Code, notwithstanding. 

“(c) Revenues from fees will be available to the Commissioner of Patents to carry out, to the 
extent provided for in appropriation Acts, the activities of the Patent and Trademark Office. 

“(d) The Commissioner may refund any fee paid by mistake or any amount paid in excess of 
that required.”’ 
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SEC. 4. Section 154 of title 35, United States Code. is amended by deleting the word “issue’’. 
SEC. 5. Section 31 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1113), is amended to read 
as follows: 


“§ 31. Fees 


(a) The Commissioner of Patents will establish fees for the filing and processing of an application 
for the registration of a trademark or other mark and for all other services performed by and materials 
furnished by the Patent and Trademark Office related to trademarks and other marks. Fees will be set 
and adjusted by the Commissioner to recover in aggregate 50 per centum of the estimated average cost 
to the Office of such processing. Fees for all other services or materials related to trademarks and other 
marks will recover the estimated average cost to the Office of performing the service or furnishing the 
material. However, no fee for the filing or processing of an application for the registration of a 
trademark or other mark or for the renewal or assignment of a trademark or other mark will be adjusted 
more than once every three years. No fee established under this section will take effect prior to sixty 
days following notice in the Federal Register. 

“(b) The Commissioner may waive the payment of any fee for any service or material related to 
trademarks or other marks in connection with any occasional request made by a department or agency 
of the Government, or any officer thereof. The Indian Arts and Crafts Board will not be charged any 
fee to register Government trademarks of genuineness and quality for Indian products or for products 
of particular Indian tribes and groups.” 

SEC. 6. (a) Title 35 of the United States Code, entitled “Patents”, is amended by adding after 
chapter 37 the following new chapter 38: 


“CHAPTER 38-PATENT RIGHTS IN INVENTIONS MADE 
WITH FEDERAL ASSISTANCE 


“Sec. 

“200. Policy and objective. 

“201. Definitions. 

“202. Disposition of rights. 

“203. March-in rights. 

“204. Preference for United States industry. 

“205. Confidentiality. 

“206. Uniform clauses and regulations. 

“207. Domestic and foreign protection of federally owned inventions. 
“208. Regulations governing Federal licensing. 

“209. Restrictions on licensing of federally owned inventions. 
“210. Precedence of chapter. 

“211. Relationship to antitrust laws. 


“§ 200. Policy and objective. 


“It is the policy and objective of the Congress to use the patent system to promote the utilization 
of inventions arising from federally supported research or development; to encourage maximum 
participation of small business firms in federally supported research and development efforts; to 
promote collaboration between commercial concerns and nonprofit organizations, including univer- 
sities; to ensure that inventions made by nonprofit organizations and small business firms are used in 
a manner to promote free competition and enterprise; to promote the commercialization and public 
availability of inventions made in the United States by United States industry and labor; to ensure that 
the Government obtains sufficient rights in federally supported inventions to meet the needs of the 
Government and protect the public against nonuse or unreasonable use of inventions; and to minimize 
the costs of administering policies in this area. 


“§ 201. Definitions 


“As used in this chapter— 

“(a) The term “Federal agency’ means any executive agency as defined in section 105 of title 5, 

United States Code, and the military departments as defined by section 102 of title 5, United 
States Code. 
“(b) The term “funding agreement’ means any contract, grant, or cooperative agreement entered 
into between any Federal agency, other than the Tennessee Valley Authority, and any contractor 
for the performance of experimental, developmental, or research work funded in whole or in 
part by the Federal Government. Such term includes any assignment, substitution of parties, 
or subcontract of any type entered into for the performance of experimental, developmental, 
or research work under a funding agreement as herein defined. 

“(c) The term ‘contractor’ means any person, small business firm, or nonprofit organization 
that is a party to a funding agreement. 

“(d) The term invention’ means any invention or discovery which is or may be patentable 
or otherwise protectable under this title. 

“(e) The term ‘subject invention’ means any invention of the contractor conceived or first 
actually reduced to practice in the performance of work under a funding agreement. 

“(f) The term “practical application’ means to manufacture in the case of a composition or 
product, to practice in the case of a process or method, or to operate in the case of a machine 
or system; and, in each case, under such conditions as to establish that the invention is being 
utilized and that its benefits are to the extent permitted by law or Government regulations 
available to the public on reasonable terms. 

“(g) The term “made” when used in relation to any invention means the conception or first 
actual reduction to practice of such invention. 
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“(h) The term ‘small business firm’ means a small business concern as defined at section 2 
of Public Law 85-536 (15 U.S.C 632) and implementing regulations of the Administrator of 
the Small Business Administration. 

“(i) The term “nonprofit organization’ means universities and other institutions of higher 
education or an organization of the type described in section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 (26 U.S.C. 501(c)) and exempt from taxation under section 501(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code (26 U.S.C. 501(a)) or any nonprofit scientific or educational organization 
qualified under a State nonprofit organization statute. 


“§ 202. Disposition of rights 


“(a) Each nonprofit organization or small business firm may, within a reasonable time after 
disclosure as required by paragraph (c)(1) of this section, elect to retain title to any subject invention: 
Provided, however, That a funding agreement may provide otherwise (i) when the funding agreement 
is for the operation of Government-owned research or production facility, (ii) in exceptional 
circumstances when it is determined by the agency that restriction or elimination of the right to 


retain title to any subject invention will better promote the policy and objectives of this chapter 
or (iii) when it is determined by a Government authority which is authorized by statute or Executive 
order to conduct foreign intelligence or counterintelligence activities that the restriction or elimi- 
nation of the right to retain title to any subject invention is necessary to protect the security of 
such activities. The rights of the nonprofit organization or small business firm shall be subject to 
the provisions of paragraph (c) of this section and the other provisions of this chapter. 

“(b)(1) Any determination under (ii) of paragraph (a) of this section shall be in writing and 
accompanied by a written statement of facts justifying the determination. A copy of each such 
determination and justification shall be sent to the Comptroller General of the United States within 
thirty days after the award of the applicable funding agreement. In the case of determinations 
applicable to funding agreements with small business firms copies shall also be sent to the Chief 
Counsel for Advocacy of the Small Business Administration. 

“(2) If the Comptroller General believes that any pattern of determinations by a Federal agency 
is contrary to the policy and objectives of this chapter or that an agency’s policies or practices 
are otherwise not in conformance with this chapter, the Comptroller General shall so advise the 
head of the agency. The head of the agency shall advise the Comptroller General in writing within 
one hundred and twenty days of what action, if any, the agency has taken or plans to take with 
respect to the matters raised by the Comptroller General. 

“(3) At least once each year, the Comptroller General shall transmit a report to the Committees 
on the Judiciary of the Senate and House of Representatives on the manner in which this chapter 
is being implemented by the agencies and on such other aspects of Government patent policies 
and practices with respect to federally funded inventions as the Comptroller General believes 
appropriate. 

“(c) Each funding agreement with a small business firm or nonprofit organization shall contain 
appropriate provisions to effectuate the following: 


“(1) A requirement that the contractor disclose each subject invention to the Federal agency 
within a reasonable time after it is made and that the Federal Government may receive title 
to any subject invention not reported to it within such time. 

“(2) A requirement that the contractor make an election to retain title to any subject invention 
within a reasonable time after disclosure and that the Federal Government may receive title 
to any subject invention in which the contractor does not elect to retain rights or fails to elect 
rights within such time. 

“(3) A requirement that a contractor electing rights file patent applications within reasonable 
times and that the Federal Government may receive title to any subject inventions in the United 
States or other countries in which the contractor has not filed patent applications on the subject 
invention within such times. 

“(4) With respect to any invention in which the contractor elects rights, the Federal agency 
shall have a nonexclusive, nontransferable, irrevocable, paid-up license to practice or have 
practiced for or on behalf of the United States any subject invention throughout the world, 
and may, if provided in the funding agreement, have additional rights to sublicense any foreign 
government or international organization pursuant to any existing or future treaty or agreement. 

“(S) The right of the Federal agency to require periodic reporting on the utilization or efforts 
at obtaining utilization that are being made by the contractor or his licensees or assignees: 
Provided, That any such information may be treated by the Federal agency as commercial and 
financial information obtained from a person and privileged and confidential and not subject 
to disclosure under section 552 of title 5 of the United States Code. 

“(6) An obligation on the part of the contractor, in the event a United States patent application 
is filed by or on its behalf or by any assignee of the contractor, to include within the specification 
of such application and any patent issuing thereon, a statement specifying that the invention 
was made with Government support and that the Government has certain rights in the invention. 

“(7) In the case of a nonprofit organization, (A) a prohibition upon the assignment of rights 
to a subject invention in the United States without the approval of the Federal agency, except 
where such assignment is made to an organization which has as one of its primary functions 
the management of inventions and which is not, itself, engaged in or does not hold a substantial 
interest in other organizations engaged in the manufacture or sale of products or the use of 
processes that might utilize the invention or be in competition with embodiments of the invention 
(provided that such assignee shall be subject to the same provisions as the contractor); (B) 
a prohibition against the granting of exclusive licenses under United States Patents or Patent 
Applications in a subject invention by the contractor to persons other than small business firms 
for a period in excess of the earlier of five years from first commercial sale or use of the invention 
or eight years from the date of the exclusive license excepting that time before regulatory 
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agencies necessary to obtain premarket clearance unless, on a case-by-case basis, the Federal 
agency approves a longer exclusive license. If exclusive field of use licenses are granted, 
commercial sale or use in one field of use shall not be deemed commercial sale or use as to 
other fields of use, and a first commercial sale or use with respect to a product of the invention 
shall not be deemed to end the exclusive period to different subsequent products covered by 
the invention; (C) a requirement that the contractor share royalties with the inventor; and (D) 
a requirement that the balance of any royalties or income earned by the contractor with respect 
to subject inventions, after payment of expenses (including payments to inventors) incidental 
to the administration of subject inventions, be utilized for the support of scientific research 
or education. 
“(8) The requirements of sections 203 and 204 of this chapter. r 

“(d) If a contractor does not elect to retain title to a subject invention in cases subject to this 
section, the Federal agency may consider and after consultation with the contractor grant requests 
for retention of rights by the inventor subject to the provisions of this Act and regulations promulgated 
hereunder. 

“(e) In any case when a Federal employee is a coinventor of any invention made under a funding 
agreement with a nonprofit organization or small business firm, the Federal agency employing such 
coinventor is authorized to transfer or assign whatever rights it may acquire in the subject invention 
from its employee to the contractor subject to the conditions set forth in this chapter. 

“(f) (1) No funding agreement with a small business firm or nonprofit organization shall contain 
a provision allowing a Federal agency to require the licensing to third parties of inventions owned 
by the contractor that are not subject inventions unless such provision has been approved by the 
head of the agency and a written justification has been signed by the head of the agency. Any 
such provision shall clearly state whether the licensing may be required in connection with the 
practice of a subject invention, a specifically identified work object, or both. The head of the agency 
may not delegate the authority to approve provisions or sign justifications required by this paragraph. 

(2) A Federal agency shall not require the licensing of third parties under any such provision 
unless the head of the agency determines that the use of the invention by others is necessary for 
the practice of a subject invention or for the use of a work object of the funding agreement and 
that such action is necessary to achieve the practical application of the subject invention or work 
object. Any such determination shall be on the record after an opportunity for an agency hearing. 
Any action commenced for judicial review of such determination shall be brought within sixty 
days after notification of such determination. 


“§ 203. March-in rights 


“With respect to any subject invention in which a small business firm or nonprofit organization 
has acquired title under this chapter, the Federal agency under whose funding agreement the subject 


invention was made shall have the right, in accordance with such procedures as are provided in 
regulations promulgated hereunder to require the contractor, an assignee or exclusive licensee of 
a subject invention to grant a nonexclusive, partially exclusive, or exclusive license in any field 
of use to a responsible applicant or applicants, upon terms that are reasonable under the circum- 
stances, and if the contractor, assignee, or exclusive licensee refuses such request, to grant such 
a license itself, if the Federal agency determines that such— 

“(a) action is necessary because the contractor or assignee has not taken, or is not expected 
to take within a reasonable time, effective steps to achieve practical application of the subject 
invention in such field of use; 

“(b) action is necessary to alleviate health or safety needs which are not reasonably satisfied 
by the contractor, assignee, or their licensees; 

“(c) action is necessary to meet requirements for public use specified by Federal regulations 
and such requirements are not reasonably satisfied by the contractor, assignee, or licensees; 
or 

“(d) action is necessary because the agreement required by section 204 has not been obtained 
or waived or because a licensee of the exclusive right to use or sell any subject invention in 
the United States is in breach of its agreement obtained pursuant to section 204. 


“§ 204. Preference for United States industry 


“Notwithstanding any other provision of this chapter, no small business firm or nonprofit 
organization which receives title to any subject invention and no assignee of any such small business 
firm or nonprofit organization shall grant to any person the exclusive right to use or sell any subject 
invention in the United States unless such person agrees that any products embodying the subject 
invention or produced through the use of the subject invention will be manufactured substantially 
in the United States. However, in individual cases, the requirement for such an agreement may 
be waived by the Federal agency under whose funding agreement the invention was made upon 
a showing by the small business firm, nonprofit organization, or assignee that reasonable but 
unsuccessful efforts have been made to grant licenses on similar terms to potential licensees that 
would be likely to manufacture substantially in the United States or that under the circumstances 
domestic manufacture is not commercially feasible. 


“§ 205. Confidentiality 


“Federal agencies are authorized to withhold from disclosure to the public information disclosing 
any invention in which the Federal Government owns or may own a right, title, or interest (including 
a nonexclusive license) for a reasonable time in order for a patent application to be filed. Furthermore, 
Federal agencies shall not be required to release copies of any document which is part of an 
application for patent filed with the United States Patent and Trademark Office or with any foreign 
patent office. 
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“§ 206. Uniform clauses and regulations 


“The Office of Federal Procurement Policy, after receiving recommendations of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy, may issue regulations which may be made applicable to Federal 
agencies implementing the provisions of sections 202 through 204 of this chapter and the Office 
of Federal Procurement Policy shall establish standard funding agreement provisions required under 
this chapter. 


“§ 207. Domestic and foreign protection of federally owned inventions 


“Each Federal agency is authorized to— 

“(1) apply for, obtain, and maintain patents or other forms of protection in the United States 
and in foreign countries on inventions in which the Federal Government owns a right, title, or interest; 

“(2) grant nonexclusive, exclusive, or partially exclusive licenses under federally owned patent 
applications, patents, or other forms of protection obtained, royalty-free or for royalties or other 
consideration, and on such terms and conditions, including the grant to the licensee of the right 
of enforcement pursuant to the provisions of chapter 29 of this title as determined appropriate in 
the public interest; 

“(3) undertake all other suitable and necessary steps to protect and administer rights to federally 
owned inventions on behalf of the Federal Government either directly or through contract; and 

“(4) transfer custody and administration, in whole or in part, to another Federal agency, of the 
right, title, or interest in any federally owned invention. 


“§ 208. Regulations governing Federal licensing 


“The Administrator of General Services is authorized to promulgate regulations specifying the 
terms and conditions upon which any federally owned invention, other than inventions owned by 
the Tennessee Valley Authority, may be licensed on a nonexclusive, partially exclusive, or exclusive 
basis. 


“§ 209. Restrictions on licensing of federally owned inventions 


“(a) No Federal agency shall grant any license under a patent or patent application on a federally 
owned invention unless the person requesting the license has supplied the agency with a plan for 
development and/or marketing of the invention, except that any such plan may be treated by the 
Federal agency as commercial and financial information obtained from a person and privileged 
and confidential and not subject to disclosure under section 552 of title 5 of the United States Code. 

“(b) A Federal agency shall normally grant the right to use or sell any federally owned invention 
in the United States only to a licensee that agrees that any products embodying the invention or 
produced through the use of the invention will be manufactured substantially in the United States. 

“(c)(1) Each Federal agency may grant exclusive or partially exclusive licenses in any invention 
covered by a federally owned domestic patent or patent application only if, after public notice and 
opportunity for filing written objections, it is determined that— 

“(A) the interests of the Federal Government and the public will best be served by the proposed 
license, in view of the applicant’s intentions, plans, and ability to bring the invention to practical 
application or otherwise promote the invention’s utilization by the public; 

“(B) the desired practical application has not been achieved, or is not likely expeditiously to 
be achieved, under any nonexclusive license which has been granted, or which may be granted, 
on the invention, 

“(C) exclusive or partially exclusive licensing is a reasonable and necessary incentive to call 
forth the investment of risk capital and expenditures to bring the invention to practical application 
or otherwise promote the invention’s utilization by the public; and 

“(D) the proposed terms and scope of exclusivity are not greater than reasonably necessary to 
provide the incentive for bringing the invention to practical application or otherwise promote the 
invention’s utilization by the public. 

“(2) A Federal agency shall not grant such exclusive or partially exclusive license under paragraph 
(1) of this subsection if it determines that the grant of such license will tend substantially to lessen 
competition or result in undue concentration in any section of the country in any line of commerce 
to which the technology to be licensed relates, or to create or maintain other situations inconsistent 
with the antitrust laws. 

“(3) First preference in the exclusive or partially exclusive licensing of federally owned inventions 
shall go to small business firms submitting plans that are determined by the agency to be within 
the capabilities of the firms and equally likely, if executed, to bring the invention to practical 
application as any plans submitted by applicants that are not small business firms. 

“(d) After consideration of whether the interests of the Federal Government or United States 
industry in foreign commerce will be enhanced, any Federal agency may grant exclusive or partially 
exclusive licenses in any invention covered by a foreign patent application or patent, after public 
notice and opportunity for filing written objections, except that a Federal agency shali not grant 
such exclusive or partially exclusive license if it determines that the grant of such license will tend 
substantially to lessen competition or result in undue concentration in any section of the United 
States in any line of commerce to which the technology to be licensed relates, or to create or maintain 
other situations inconsistent with antitrust laws. 

“(e) The Federal agency shall maintain a record of determinations to grant exclusive or partially 
exclusive licenses. 

“(f) Any grant of a license shall contain such terms and conditions as the Federal agency 
determines appropriate for the protection of the interests of the Federal Government and the public, 
including provisions for the following: 

“(1) periodic reporting on the utilization or efforts at obtaining utilization that are being made 
by the licensee with particular reference to the plan submitted: Provided, That any such 
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information may be treated by the Federal agency as commercial and financial information 
obtained from a person and privileged and confidential and not subject to disclosure under 
section 552 of title 5 of the United States Code; 

“(2) the right of the Federal agency to terminate such license in whole or in part if it determines 
that the licensee is not executing the plan submitted with its request for a license and the licensee 
cannot otherwise demonstrate to the satisfaction of the Federal agency that it has taken or can 
be expected to take within a reasonable time, effective steps to achieve practical application 
of the invention; 

“(3) the right of the Federal agency to terminate such license in whole or in part if the licensee 
is in breach of an agreement obtained pursuant to paragraph (b) of this section; and 

“(4) the right of the Federal agency to terminate the license in whole or in part if the agency 
determines that such action is necessary to meet requirements for public use specified by Federal 
regulations issued after the date of the license and such requirements are not reasonably satisfied 
by the licensee. 


“§ 210. Precedence of chapter 


“(a) This chapter shall take precedence over any other Act which would require a disposition 
of rights in subject inventions of small business firms or nonprofit organizations contractors in 
a manner that is inconsistent with this chapter, including but not necessarily limited to the following: 

‘(1) section 10(a) of the Act of June 29, 1935, as added by title I of the Act of Aug. 14, 1946 
(7 U.S.C. 427i(a); 60 Stat. 1085); 

“(2) section 205(a) of the Act of Aug. 14, 1946 (7 U.S.C. 1624(a); 60 Stat. 1090); 

“(3) section 501(c) of the Federal Mine Safety and Health Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 951(c); 83 
Stat. 742); 

“(4) section 106(c) of the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966 (15 U.S.C. 
1395(c); 80 Stat. 721); 

“(5) section 12 of the National Science Foundation Act of 1950 (42 U.S.C. 1871(a); 82 Stat. 
360); 

“(6) section 152 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2182; 68 Stat. 943); 

“(7) section 305 of the National Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958 (42 U.S.C. 2457); 

“(8) section 6 of the Coal Research Development Act of 196 

0 (30 U.S.C. 666; 74 Stat. 337); 

“(9) section 4 of the Helium Act Amendments of 1960 (S50 U.S.C. 167b; 74 Stat. 920); 

“(10) section 32 of the Arms Control and Disarmament Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2572; 75 Stat. 
634); 

“(11) subsection (e) of section 302 of the Appalachian Regional Development Act of 1965 (40 
U.S.C. App. 302(e); 79 Stat. 5); 

“(12) section 9 of the Federal Nonnuclear Energy Research and Development Act of 1974 (42 
U.S.C. 5901); 88 Stat. 1878); 

“(13) section 5(d) of the Consumer Product Safety Act (15 U.S.C. 2054(d); 86 Stat. 1211); 

“(14) section 3 of the Act of April 5, 1944 (30 U.S.C. 323; 58 Stat. 191); 

“(15) section 8001(c)(3) of the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 6981(c); 90 Stat. 2829); 

“(16) section 219 of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2179; 83 Stat. 806); 

“(17) section 427(b) of the Federal Mine Health and Safety Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 937(b); 
86 Stat. 155); 

“(18) section 306(d) of the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 1226(d); 
91 Stat. 455); 

“(19) section 21(d) of the Federal Fire Prevention and Control Act of 1974 (15 U.S.C. 2218(d); 
88 Stat. 1548); 

“(20) section 6(b) of the Solar Photovoltaic Energy Research Development and Demonstration 
Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C. 5585(b); 92 Stat. 2516); 

“(21) section 12 of the Native Latex Commercialization and Economic Development Act of 
1978 (7 U.S.C. 178(j); 92 Stat. 2533); and 

(22) section 408 of the Water Resources and Development Act of 1978 (42 U.S.C. 7879; 92 
Stat. 1360). 

The Act creating this chapter shall be construed to take precedence over any future Act unless 
that Act specifically cites this Act and provides that it shall take precedence over this Act. 

“(b) Nothing in this chapter is intended to alter the effect of the laws cited in paragraph (a) 
of this section or any other laws with respect to the disposition of rights in inventions made in 
the performance of funding agreements with persons other than nonprofit organizations or small 
business firms. 

“(c) Nothing in this chapter is intended to limit the authority of agencies to agree to the disposition 
of rights in inventions made in the performance of work under funding agreements with persons 
other than nonprofit organizations or small business firms in accordance with the Statement of 
Government Patent Policy issued on Aug. 23, 1971 (36 Fed. Reg. 16887), agency regulations, or 
other applicable regulations or to otherwise limit the authority of agencies to allow such persons 
to retain ownership of inventions. Any disposition of rights in inventions made in accordance with 
the Statement or implementing regulations, including any disposition occurring before enactment 
of this section, are hereby authorized. 

“(d) Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to require the disclosure of intelligence sources 
or methods or to otherwise affect the authority granted to the Director of Central Intelligence by 
statute or Executive order for the protection of intelligence sources or methods. 


“§ 211. Relationship to antitrust laws 


“Nothing in this chapter shall be deemed to convey to any person immunity from civil or criminal 
liability, or to create any defenses to actions, under any antitrust law.” 

(b) The table of chapters for title 35, United States Code, is amended by adding immediately 
after the item relating to chapter 37 the following: 
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“38. Patent rights in inventions made with Federal assistance.” 

SEC. 7. AMENDMENTS TO OTHER ACTS.—The following Acts are amended as follows: 

(a) Section 156 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 2186; 68 Stat. 947) is amended 
by deleting the words “held by the Commission or”. 

(b) The National Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958 is amended by repealing paragraph (g) 
of section 305 (42 U.S.C. 2457(g); 72 Stat. 436). 

(c) The Federal Nonnuclear Energy Research and Development Act of 1974 is amended by 
repealing paragraphs (g), (h), and (i) of section 9 (42 U.S.C. 5908 (g), (h), and (i); 88 Stat. 1889- 
1891). 

SEC. 8. (a) Sections 2, 4, and 5 of this Act will take effect upon enactment. 

(b) Section | of this Act will take effect on the first day of the seventh month beginning after 
its enactment and will apply to patents in force as of that date or issued thereafter. 

(c) Section 3 of this Act will take effect on the first day of the first fiscal year beginning on 
or after one calendar year after enactment. However, until section 3 takes effect, the Commissioner 
may credit the Patent and Trademark Office appropriation account in the Treasury of the United 
States with the revenues from collected reexamination fees, which will be available to pay the costs 
to the Office of reexamination proceedings. 

(d) Any fee in effect as of the date of enactment of this Act will remain in effect until a 
corresponding fee established under section 41 of title 35, United States Code, or section 1113 
of title 15, United States Code, takes effect. 

(e) Fees for maintaining a patent in force will not be applicable to patents applied for prior to 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

(f) Sections 6 and 7 of this Act will take effect on the first day of the seventh month beginning 
after its enactment. Implementing regulations may be issued earlier. 

(g) Sections 8 and 9 will take effect on the date of enactment of this Act. 

SEC. 9. The Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks shall report to Congress, within two years 
after the effective date of this Act, a plan to identify, and if necessary develop or have developed, 
computerized data and retrieval systems equivalent to the latest state of the art which can be applied 
to all aspects of the operation of the Patent and Trademark Office, and particularly to the patent 
search file, the patent classification system, and the trademark search file. The report shall specify 
the cost of implementing the plan, how rapidly the plan can be implemented by the Patent and 
Trademark Office, without regard to funding which is or which may be available for this purpose 
in the future. 

SEC. 10. (a) Section 101 of title 17 of the United States Code is amended to add at the end 
thereof the following new language: 

“A “computer program’ is a set of statements or instructions to be used directly or indirectly 
in a computer in order to bring about a certain result.” 

(b) Section 117 of title 17 of the United States Code is amended to read as follows: 


“§ 117. Limitations on exclusive rights: Computer programs 


“Notwithstanding the provisions of section 106, it is not an infringement for the owner of a 
copy of a computer program to make or authorize the making of another copy or adaptation of 
that computer program provided: 

“(1) that such a new copy or adaptation is created as an essential step in the utilization of 
the computer program in conjunction with a machine and that it is used in no other manner, 
or 

“(2) that such new copy or adaptation is for archival purposes only and that all archival 
copies are destroyed in the event that continued possession of the computer program should 
cease to be rightful. 

“Any exact copies prepared in accordance with the provisions of this section may be leased, 
sold, or otherwise transferred, along with the copy from which such copies were prepared, only 
as part of the lease, sale, or other transfer of all rights in the program. Adaptations so prepared 
may be transferred only with the authorization of the copyright owner.” 

Approved Dec. 12, 1980. 

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY: 


HOUSE REPORTS: No. 96-1307, Pt. 1 (Comm. on the Judiciary) and No. 96—1307, Pt. 2 (Comm. 
on Government Operations). 
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Nov. 17, considered and passed House. 

Nov. 20, considered and passed Senate, amended. 
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Public Law 97-247 
97th Congress 
An Act 


To authorize appropriations to the Patent and Trademark Office in the 
Department of Commerce, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled. That there is authorized to be appropriated for the payment of salaries and 
necessary expenses of the Patent and Trademark Office to become available for fiscal year 1983, 
$76,000,000, and in fiscal years 1984 and 1985 such sums as may be necessary as well as such 
additional or supplemental amounts as may be necessary, for increases in salary, pay, retirement, 
or other employee benefits authorized by law. Funds available under this section shall be used 
to reduce by 50 per centum the payment of fees under section 41 (a) and (b) of title 35, United 
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States Code, by independent inventors and nonprofit organizations as defined in regulations 
established by the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, and by small business concerns as 
defined in section 3 of the Small Business Act and by regulations established by the Small Business 
Administration. When so specified and the the extent provided in an appropriation Act. any amount 
appropriated pursuant to this section and, in addition, such fees as shall be collected pursuant to 
title 35, United States Code, and the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.). 
may remain available without fiscal year limitation. 

SEC. 2. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, there is authorized to be appropriated for 
the payment of salaries and expenses of the Patent and Trademark Office. $121.461,000 for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 1982, and such additional or supplemental amounts as may 
be necessary for increases in salary, pay, retirement, or other employee benefits authorized by 
law. 

SEC. 3. (a) Section 41(a) of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

“(a) The Commissioner shall charge the following fees: 

“1. On filing each application for an original patent, except in design or plant cases, $300; in 
addition, on filing or on presentation at any other time, $30 for each claim in independent form 
which is in excess of three, $10 for each claim (whether independent or dependent) which is in 
excess of twenty, and $100 for each application containing a multiple dependent claim. For the 
purpose of computing fees, a multiple dependent claim as referred to in section 112 of this title 
or any claim depending therefrom shall be considered as separate dependent claims in accordance 
with the number of claims to which reference is made. Errors in payment of the additional fees 
may be rectified in accordance with regulations of the Commissioner. 

“2. For issuing each original or reissue patent, except in design or plant cases, $500. 

“3. In design and plant cases: 

“a. On filing each design application, $125. 
“b. On filing each plant application, $200 
“c. On issuing each design patent, $175. 
“d. On issuing each plant patent, $250. 

“4. On filing each application for the reissue of a patent, $300; in addition, on filing or on 
presentation at any other time, $30. for each claim in independent form which is in excess of the 
number of independent claims of the original patent, and $10 for each claim (whether independent 
or dependent) which is in excess of twenty and also in excess of the number of claims of the original 
patent. Errors in payment of the additional fees may be rectified in accordance with regulations 
of the Commissioner. 

“5. On filing each disclaimer, $50. 

“6. On filing an appeal from the examiner to the Board of Appeals, $115; in addition, on filing 
a brief in support of the appeal, $115, and on requesting an oral hearing before the Board of Appeals, 
$100. 

“7. On filing each petition for the revival of an unintentionally abondoned application for a 
patent or for the unintentionally delayed payment of the fee for issuing each patent, $500, unless 
the petition is filed under sections 133 or 151 of this title, in which case the fee shall be $50. 

“8. For petitions for one-month extensions of time to take actions required by the Commissioner 
in an application: 

“a. On filing a first petition, $50. 
“b. On filing a second petition, $100. 
“c. On filing a third or subsequent petition, $200.”. 

(b) Section 41(b) of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

“(b) The Commissioner shall charge the following fees for maintaining a patent in force: 

“I. Three years and six months after grant, $400. 

“2. Seven years and six months after grant, $800. 

“3. Eleven years and six months after grant, $1,200. 

Unless payment of the applicable maintenance fee is received in the Patent and Trademark Office 
on or before the date the fee is due or within a grace period of six months thereafter, the patent 
will expire as of the end of such grace period. The Commissioner may require the payment of 
a surcharge as a condition of accepting within such six-month grace period the late payment of 
an application maintenance fee. No fee will be established for maintaining a design or plant patent 
in force.” 

(c) Section 41(c) of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

“(c)(1) The Commissioner may accept the payment of any maintenance fee required by subsection 
(b) of this section after the six-month grace period if the delay is shown to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner to have been unavoidable. The Commissioner may require the payment of a surcharge 
as a condition of accepting payment of any maintenance fee after the six-month grace period. If 
the Commissioner accepts payment of a maintenance fee after the six-month grace period, the patent 
shall be considered as not having expired at the end of the grace period. 

“(2) No patent, the term of which has been maintained as a result of the acceptance of a payment 
of a maintenance fee under this subsection, shall abridge or affect the right of any person or his 
successors in business who made, purchased or used after the six-month grace period but prior 
to the acceptance of a maintenance fee under this subsection anything protected by the patent, to 
continue the use of, or to sell to others to be used or sold, the specific thing so made, purchased, 
or used. The court before which such matter is in question may provide for the continued manufacture, 
use or sale of the made, purchased, or used as specified, or for the manufacture, use or sale of 
which substantial preparation was made after the six-month grace period but before the acceptance 
of a maintenance fee under this subsection, and it may also provide for the continued practice of 
any process, practiced, or for the practice of which substantial preparation was made, after the six- 
month grace period but prior to the acceptance of a maintenance fee under this subsection, to the 
extent and under such terms as the court deems equitable for the protection of investments made 
or business commenced after the six-month grace period but before the acceptance of a maintenance 
fee under the subsection.” 

(d) Section 41(d) of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: 
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“(d) The Commissioner will establish fees for all other processing, services, or materials related 
to patents not specified above to recover the estimated average cost to the Office of such processing, 
services, or materials. The yearly fee for providing a library specified in section 113 of this title 
with uncertified printed copies of the specifications and drawings for all patents issued in that year 
will be $50."° 

(e) Section 41(f) of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

“(f) The fees established in subsections (a) and (b) of this section may be adjusted by the 
Commissioner on October |, 1985, and every third year thereafter, to reflect any fluctuations occuring 
during the previous three years in the Consumer Price Index, as determined by the Secretary of 
Labor. Changes of less than | per centum may be ignored,”. 

(f) Subsection (a) of section 31 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1113), 
is amended by deleting “Fees will be set and adjusted by the Commissioner to recover the aggregate 
50 per centum of the estimated average cost to the Office of such processing. Fees for all other 
services or materials related to trademarks and other marks will recover the estimated average cost 
to the Office of performing the service or funished the material.”. 

(g) Section 42(c) of the title 35, United States Code, is amended by adding the following sentence 
at the end thereof: “Fees available to the Commissioner under section 31 of the Trademark Act 
of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1113), shall be used exclusively for the processing of trademark 
registrations and for other services and materials related to trademarks.”. 

SEC. 4. Section 3(a) of title 35, United States Code is amended (1) by deleting the phrase “not 
more than fifteen”; and (2) by inserting the phrase “appointed under section 7 of this title” 
immediately after the phrase “examiners-in-chief”. 

SEC. 5. Section 111 of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

“SEC. 111. Application for patent shall be made, or authorized to be made, by the inventor, 
except as otherwise provided in this title, in writing to the Commissioner. Such application shall 
include (1) a specification as prescribed by section 112 of this title; (2) a drawing as prescribed 
by section 113 of this title; and (3) an oath by the applicant as prescribed by section 115 of this 
title. The application must be accompanied by the fee required by law. The fee and oath may be 
submitted after the specification and any required drawing are submitted, within such period and 
under such conditions, including the payment of a surcharge, as may be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner. Upon failure to submit the fee and oath within such prescribed period, the application 
shall be regarded as abandoned, unless it is shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that 
the delay in submitting the fee and oath was unavoidable. The filing date of an application shall 
be the date on which the specification and any required drawing are received in the Patent and 
Trademark Office.”. 

SEC.6. (a) Section 116 of title 35, United States Code, is amended (1) by deleting the phrase 
“Joint inventors” from the title and inserting in its place “Inventors”; and (2) in the third paragraph, 
by deleting the phrase “a person is joined in an application for patent as joint inventor through 
error, Or a joint inventor is not included in an application through error” and inserting in its place 


the phrase “through error a person is named in an application for patent as the inventor, or through 
error an inventor is not named in an application”. 


(b) Section 256 of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: 


“§ 256. Correction of named inventor 


“Whenever through error a person is named in an issued patent as the inventor, or through error 
an inventor is not named in an issued patent and such error arose without any deceptive intention 
on his part, the Commissioner may, on application of all the parties and assignees, with proof of 
the facts and such other requirements as may be imposed, issue a certificate correcting such error. 

“The error of omitting inventors or naming persons who are not inventors shall not invalidate 
the patent in which such error occurred if it can be corrected as provided in this section. The court 
before which such matter is called in question may order correction of the patent on notice and 
hearing of all parties concerned and the Commissioner shall issue a certificate accordingly.”. 

SEC. 7. Section 6 of the title 35, United States Code, is amended by deleting paragraph (d) 
thereof. 

SEC. 8. (a) Section 8(a) of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1058(a)), is 
amended (a) by deleting the word “still”; and (2) by inserting the phrase “in commerce” immediately 
after the word “use”. 

(b) Section 8(b) of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1058(b)), is amended 
(1) by deleting the word “stille”; and (2) by inserting the phrase “in commerce” immediately after 
the word “use”. 

SEC. 9. (a) Section 13 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1063), is amended 
(1) by deleting the phrase “a verified” and inserting in its place the word “an”; (2) by adding the 
phrase “when requested prior to the expiration of an extension” immediately after the word “cause”; 
and (3) by deleting the fourth sentence. 

(b) Section 14 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1064), is amended by 
deleting the word “verified”. 

SEC. 10. Section 15 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1065), is amended 
by deleting the phrase “the publication” and inserting in its place the word “registration”. 

SEC. 11. The first sentence of section 16 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 
1066), is amended to read as follows: “Upon petition showing extraordinary circumstances, the 
Commissioner may declare that an interference exists when application is made for the registration 
of a mark which so resembles a mark previously registered by another, or for the registration of 
which another has previously made application, as to be likely when applied to the goods or when 
used in connection with the services of the applicant to cause confusion or mistake or to deceive.”. 

SEC. 12. Section 21 of title 35, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by deleting the phrase “Day for taking action falling on Saturday, Sunday, or holiday” 
from the title and inserting in its place the phrase “Filing date and day for taking action”; 
(2) by inserting the following as subsection (a): 
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“(a) The Commissioner may be rule prescribe that any paper or fee required to be filed in the 
Patent and Trademark Office will be considered filed in the Office on the date on which it was 
deposited with the United States Postal Service or would have been deposited with the United States 
Postal Service but for postal service interruptions or emergencies designated by the Commissioner.”; 

(3) by designating the existing paragraph as subsection (b); and 
“ (4) by inserting the word “federal” in subsection (b), as designated above, immediately after 
ie word “a”. 

SEC. 13. Section 6(a) of title 35, United States Code, is amended (1) by deleting the word “and”, 
third occurrence, and inserting in its place a comma; (2) by inserting the phrase “, or exchanges 
of items or services” immediately after the word “programs”; and (3) by inserting the phrase “or 
the administration of the Patent and Trademark Office” immediately after the word “law”, second 
occurrence. 

SEC. 14. (a) Section 115 of title 35, United States Code, is amended by (1) deleting the phrase 
“shall be” and inserting in its place the word “is”; and (2) inserting the following immediately 
after the phrase “United States”, third occurrence: “, or apostille of an official designated by a foreign 
country which, by treaty or convention, accords like effect to apostilles of designated officials in 
the United States”. 

(b) Section 261 of title 35, United States Code, is amended, in the third paragraph, by inserting 
the following immediately after the phrase “United States”, third occurrence: “, or apostille of an 
official designated by a foreign country which, by treaty or convention, accords like effect to 
apostilles of designated officials in the United States”. 

(c) Section 11 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1061), is amended by 
(1) deleting the phrase “shall be”, first occurrence, and inserting in its place the word “is”; and 
(2) inserting the following immediately after the phrase “United States”, third occurrence: “, or 
apostille of an official designated by a foreign country which, by treaty or convention, accords 
like effect to apostilles of designated officials in the United States”. 

SEC. 15. Section 13 of title 35, United States Code, is amended by deleting “(a)” and inserting 
in its place “(d)". 

SEC. 16. Section 173 of title 35, United States Code, is amended to read as follows: “Patents 
for designs shall be granted for the term of fourteen years.” 

SEC. 17. (a) Sections 1, 2, 4, 7, and 13 through 15 of this Act shall take effect on the date 
of enactment of this Act. Sections 3 and 16 of this Act shall take effect on Oct. 1, 1982. The 
maintenance fees provided for in section 3(b) of this Act shall not apply to patents applied for 
prior to the date of enactment of this Act. Each patent applied for on or after the date of enactment 
of this Act shall be subject to the maintenance fees established pursuant to section 3(b) of this 
Act or to maintenance fees hereafter established by law, as to the amounts paid and the number 
and timing of the payments. 

(b)(1) Title 35, United States Code, is amended by inserting after section 293 the following 
new section of chapter 29: 


“§ 294. Voluntary arbitration 


“(a) A contract involving a patent or any right under a patent may contain a provision requiring 
arbitration of any dispute relating to patent validity or infringement arising under the contract. In 
the absence of such a provision, the parties to an existing patent validity or infringement dispute 
may agree in writing to settle such dispute by arbitration. Any such provision or agreement shall 
be valid, irrevocable, and enforceable, except for any grounds that exist at law or in equity for 
revocation of a contract. 

“(b) Arbitration of such disputes, awards by arbitrators and confirmation of awards shall be 
governed by title 9, United States Code, to the extent such title is not inconsistent with this section. 
In any such arbitration proceeding, the defenses provided for under section 282. of this title shall 
be considered by the arbitrator if raised by any party to the proceeding. 

“(c) An award by an arbitrator shall be final and binding between the parties to the arbitration 
but shall have no force or effect on any other person. The parties to an arbitration may agree that 
in the event a patent which is the subject matter of an award is subsequently determined to 
be invalid or unenforceable in a judgment rendered by a court to competent jurisdiction 
from which no appeal can or has been taken, such award may be modified by any court of 
competent jurisdiction upon application by any party to the arbitration. Any such modification 
shall govern the rights and obligations between such parties from the date of such modifica- 
tion. 

“(d) When an award is made by an arbitrator, the patentee, his assignee or licensee shall give 
notice thereof in writing to the Commissioner. There shall be a separate notice prepared for each 
patent involved in such proceeding. Such notice shall set forth the names and addresses of the 
parties, the name of the inventor, and the name of the patent owner, shall designate the number 
of the patent, and shall contain a copy of the award. If an award is modified by a court, the party 
requesting such modification shall give notice of such modification to the Commissioner. The 
Commissioner shall, upon receipt of either notice, enter the same in the record of the prosecution 
of such patent. If the required notice is not filed with the Commissioner, any party to the proceeding 
may provide such notice to the Commissioner. 

“(e) The award shall be unenforceable until the notice required by subsection (d) is received 
by the Commissioner.” 

(2) The analysis for chapter 29 of title 35 of the United States Code is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 


“294. Voluntary arbitration.”. 


(c) Sections 5, 6, 8 through 12, and 17(b) of this Act shall take effect six months after enact- 
ment. 


Effective dates. 
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(37) 97TH CONGRESS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPORT 


2d Session No. 97-542 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE AUTHORIZATION 


May 17, 1982.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. KASTENMEIER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the following 
REPORT 
[To accompany H.R. 6260] 
[Including cost estimate of the Congressional Budget Office] 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 6260) to authorize 
appropriations to the Patent and Trademark Office in the Department of Commerce, and for other 
purposes, having considered the same, report favorably thereon with an amendment and recommend 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendment strikes out all after the enacting clause of the bill and inserts a new text which 
appears in italic type in the reported bill. 

PURPOSE OF THE BILL 

The purpose of H.R. 6260 is to authorize appropriations for the Patent and Trademark Office 
for fiscal years 1983 through 1985. 

STATEMENT 

The Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice previously held 
two days of hearings on the legislation, receiving testimony from a representative group of witnesses 
including the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, the American Bar Association Section 
of Patent, Trademark and Copyright Law, the American Patent Law Association, the Patent, 
Trademark and Copyright Section of the State Bar of Virginia, the United States Trademark 
Association and the General Patent Counsel of the General Electric Corporation. 

H.R. 6260 reflects the recommendation of the Administration with three modifications as follows. 
First, the Administration proposal authorized the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks to 
establish fees administratively. The subcommittee approved an amendment to set forth specific 
fees in the statute and limited the Commissioner’s authority to raise fees. Second, the Administration 
recommended that user fees recover 100% of the costs of actual processing of patents and trademarks. 
The subcommittee amended the bill to reduce by 50% patent filing and maintenance fees for 
individual inventors, small businesses and not for profit institutions. The effect of the amendment 
is to increase by $8 million the authorized appropriation which would have been provided under 
the original Administration request. Third, the subcommittee adopted a recommendation of the 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, the American Bar Association and a coalition of corporate 
patent counsel permitting arbitration of patent disputes. 

H.R. 6260 was considered by the Full Committee on the Judiciary on May 11, 1982 and was 
approved as reported by the subcommittee with an amendment offered by Mr. Frank described 
below. 

SYNOPSIS OF H.R. 6260 


SECTIONS 1—3 


Authorizes the Patent and Trademark Office for fiscal year 1983 at an appropriations level of 
$76,000,000 and for fiscal years 1984 and 1985 such sums as may be necessary. This would be 
augmented by additional fee income under the bill of approximately $79 million for a total budget 
of $155 million. In fiscal year 1982 the Patent and Trademark Office was authorized at a level 
of $118,961,000 of which $29,600,000 was provided through fee income. Fiscal year 1983 will 
be the first year in which fee income under P.L. 96-517 will be credited to the Patent and Trademark 
Office without being counted as part of its authorized appropriation. Had this new accounting 
procedure been applied to fiscal year 1982 the authorization and appropriation for the Patent and 
Trademark Office would have been $89 million. This constitutes the actual level of taxpayer support 
of the Office. Thus, H.R. 6260 authorizes the expenditure of tax revenue in fiscal 1983 to support 
the Patent and Trademark Office at a level $21 million lower than for fiscal 1982. H.R. 6260 proposes 
to double current fees as the means of making up for the difference between a lower level of taxpayer 
support and an increased total budget. Further, maintenance fees which were first authorized in 
P.L. 96-517 and which will not begin to be collected until fiscal year 1986 (Oct. 1, 1985) will 
also be doubled over the amounts provided for under P.L. 96-517. 

The overall objective of H.R. 6260 is to provide for increased user support for the Patent and 
Trademark Office costs associated with the actual processing of patent applications by fiscal year 
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1996. The fee schedule is designed to return to the government 100% of actual costs. However, 
an amendment to the original Administration proposal adopted by the subcommittee would reduce 
by half the fees for individuals, small businesses and nonprofit inventors. At the present time less 
than 25% of the actual costs of processing patent applications are supported by fee revenue and 
under P.L. 96-517, which becomes effective on Oct. 1, 1982, this amount will gradually begin 
to rise but will oniy reach 50% of actual costs in 1996. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Frank and approved by the Committee modifies that portion 
of Section 3 of H.R. 6260 dealing with Trademark fees. Public Law 96-517 (35 United States Code, 
section 31(a)) provides, “Fees will be set and adjusted by the Commissioner to recover in aggregate 
50 per centum of the estimated average cost to the Office of such processing. Fees for all other 
services or materials related to trademarks and other marks will recover the estimated average cost 

. of performing the service or furnishing the material.” 

The Administration requested that the figure, “50 per centum”, be changed to “100 per centum”, 
thus mandating full recovery to the Treasury of all costs associated with processing trademarks. 
An amendment offered during subcommittee consideration of the legislation proposed to reduce 
fee generated revenue supporting processing of trademarks to less than the 100 per centum recovery 
level. The amendment was not agreed to. The author of the amendment, Mr. Frank, then proposed 
to amend the law to provide a statutory fee schedule which would return revenue to the Patent 
and Trademark Office at a level designed to recover 100 per centum of costs. However, following 
consultations with interested parties, Mr. Frank modified his amendment simply to repeal those 
portions of P.L. 96-517 which mandate a specified level of cost recovery for the processing of 
trademark registrations. Thus, the level of cost recovery for processing of trademark registrations 
will be within the discretion of the Commissioner. The Committee is aware of the concerns of users 
of the Trademark registration system, however, and intends to exercise vigorous oversight with 
respect to the Commissioner to ensure that fees remain at a reasonable level and that trademark 
registrations are processed in an efficient and cost effective manner. As part of this oversight, 


the Committee recommends the following fee structure to the Commissioner for Fiscal Year 
1983. 


Type of fee: Proposed fee 
Sn TEI UNE UE GOI iawn cceninscciesnisvcndionentsaitactmedenicoacca eeinaSndoialeabiaieee $175 
| ee yi eis 300 
Late renewal ............. 100 
Section 12(c) claim ..... 100 









New certificate ................ has 100 


Certificate of correction .... = 100 
SIN OO) WN ig sors nneceuiecitnenchaboos nreenbancepeinieindeseesioweninlaabesobapennaiias 100 
IIE IP I onesie seecssancoeneisianneoaee sence earenes aries 100 
Per class combines section 8 and 15 affidavit . soe 200 
PE GUI SOUT BING II scsi nncentzinsesitvip saiccesasincsscsenincasceerecssiataesier 100 
Se I: SEE: TD Se BI wnsisiiceimscccderniisainceniansisnsnsiencecrcendatantsebbiceinn 100 
All petitions to Commissionet.......... 100 
Cancellation opposition per class.. 200 
TTAB appeal ... = 100 
Certified copies ............... ae 10 
Copies of trademarks ..... = 1 
RUS ae ates ee en RR ee meee oe Tene” Orme en fee eree oe ee (') 


‘100 plus for each mark in addition to 1. 


Section 3(d) also permits the Commissioner of Patents to accept late payment of maintenance fees 
where it is established that the delay in payment was unavoidable. 

Section 4 permits the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks to appoint temporary examiners 
in chief for the Board of Patent Appeals to deal more flexibly with workload. 

Section 5 permits late filing of the oath and fee accompanying submission of specifications and 
drawings which accompany patent claims. 

Section 6 permits greater flexibility in correcting mistakes in the naming of inventors on a patent 
application. 

Section 7 allocates funds from the Patent and Trademark Office to the Department of State to pay 
the financial obligations of administering the patent Cooperation Treaty. 

Section 8 clarifies the Trademark law with respect to what constitutes use of a mark “in commerce”. 
Section 9 deletes the burdensome technical requirement that trademark oppositions be verified. 
Section 10 makes the date of registration rather than the date of publication the crucial date for 
purposes of establishing the incontestability of a trademark. This eliminates an ambiguity in the 
present law. 

Section 11 limits the declaration ofinterferences under the trademark law to situations where 
extraordinary circumstances exist. 

Section 12 authorizes the Commissioner of the Patent and Trademark Office the flexibility to deal 
with problems of delay in filing due to postal service breakdowns. 

Section 13 permits the Commissioner of Patents to enter into cooperative studies, programs, 
exchanges and similar ventures associated with the administration of the Patent Office. 
Section 14 conforms U.S. Patent and Trademark Law to a recent international treaty governing 
diplomatic or consular legalization of documents. 

Section 15 corrects a mistaken citation in P.L. 96-517. 

Section 16 creates a uniform term for design patents. 

Section 17 establishes the effective dates for provisions of the Act. Increased filing fees would 
apply to all applications made on or after the date of enactment of H.R. 6260. 

Section 18 permits voluntary arbitration of patent disputes. 


SECTION-BY -SECTION ANALYSIS 
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SECTION | 


This section authorizes appropriations for the Patent and Trademark Office for the payment 
of salaries and necessary expenses of the Office. For Fiscal Year 1983, this section authorizes 
appropriations of $76,000,000, and in fiscal years 1984 and 1985 such sums as may be 
necessary,-as well as such additional and supplemental amounts as may be necessary to cover 
any increases in salary, pay, retirement, or employee benefits which may be authorized by 
law. Funds made available by these appropriations are to be used to reduce by 50 per centum 
the amount of the fees to be paid under title 35, United States Code, section 41(a) and (b) 
by independent inventors and nonprofit organizations as defined in regulations established 
by the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, and by small business concerns as defined 
in section 3 of the Small Business Act and by regulations established by the Small Business 
Administration. 

In addition, fees collected pursuant to title 35, United States Code, and the Trademark 
Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1051 et seq.), will augment the authorized appropriation 
to provide the resources needed to conduct the operations of the Office for fiscal year 1983. 
The total resources for the Office in fiscal year 1983, that is, the amount appropriated pursuant 
to this section plus fees collected pursuant to the patent and trademark laws, which will be 
available to the Office, are estimated to be $154,934,000. The corresponding levels for fiscal 
year 1984 and fiscal year 1985 are estimated in the President’s Budget to be $167 million 
and $176 million, respectively. Any additional amounts to cover increases in salary, pay, 
retirement, or other employee benefits which may be authorized by law will be in addition 
to, and will therefore increase, those program levels. Finally, any funds appropriated pursuant 
to this section and all fees collected, when specified in an appropriation act, will remain 
available without any fiscal year limitation. 


SECTION 2 


This section provides that, notwithstanding any other provision of law, there is authorized 
to be appropriated to the Patent and Trademark Office for fiscal year 1982, $121,461,000 
and such additional or supplemental amounts as may be necessary for increases in salary, 
pay, retirement, or other employee benefits authorized by law. This section increases the 
amount authorized for the Patent and Trademark Office by 2.5 million over that authorized 
in Public law 97-35. The President is recommending a supplemental appropriation of $2,500,000 
for the Patent and Trademark Office for fiscal year 1982 in order to carry out the program 
recommendations included in his fiscal year 1983 Budget. 


SECTION 3 


This section establishes certain statutory fees which are to be charged by the Commissioner 
and authorizes the Commissioner to establish other fees whose amounts are not specifically 
set. Thus, the major routine fees which are applicable to patents and patent application 
processing are establishea (e.g., filing, issuance, and maintenance fees). The Commissioner 
is authorized to establish fees for all other processing, services, or materials related to patents 
which are not specifically established by statute. The processing and service fees, which would 
be established at a level to recover the estimated average costs to the Office. A more specific 
discussion of the various provisions of this section is set forth below. 

Section 3(a) amends section 41(a) of title 35 to provide the amounts of the fees for filing 
and issuance of patent applications. In addition, the section includes provisions for increasing 
the filing fees due to increased complexities presented by certain applications, e.g., applications 
containing more than a specified number of claims and any application containing a multiple 
dependent claim. The section also provides that fees will be charged when the number of 
claims is increased above the specified number or when a multiple dependent claim is first 
presented, whether on filing or at a later point in processing. 

Under section 41(a)1, the filing fee for an original patent, except in design or plant cases, 
is $300. In addition, on filing or on presentation at any other time, $30 is due for each claim 
in independent form which is in excess of three, $10 is due for each claim (whether independent 
or dependent) which is in excess of twenty, and $100 is due for each application containing 
a multiple dependent claim. The latter fee is a one-time charge per application due the first 
time a multiple dependent claim is presented for examination. For the purpose of computing 
fees, a multiple dependent claim as referred to in section 112 of title 35, United States Code, 
or any claim depending therefrom, will be considered as separate dependent claims in 
accordance with the number of claims to which reference is made. Under the section, errors 
in payment of the additional fees may be rectified in accordance with regulations of the 
Commissioner. This will enable the Commissioner to establish regulations whereby patent 
applications may correct, without prejudice, errors in payment of the additional fees, i.e., those 
in addition to the basic fees established. 

Under section 41(a)2, the fee for issuing all original and reissue patents, except in design 
or plant cases, would be a uniform amount of $500. No supplemental issue fees are required. 

Section 41(a)3 establishes fixed fees for filing applications for, and issuance of design 
~ plant patents. For design patent cases, the filing fee would be $200 and the issue fee 

250. 

Section 41(a)4 relates to fees in reissue cases and establishes a fee of $300 for filing each 
application for the reissue of a patent. In addition, on filing or on presentation at any other 
time, $30 is due for each claim in independent form which is in excess of the number of 
independent claims of the original patent, and $10 is due for each claim (whether independent 
or dependent) which is in excess of twenty and also in excess of the number of claims of 
the original patent. Errors in payment of the additional fees may be rectified in accordance 
with regulations of the Commissioner. 








January 4, 1994 U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


Under section 41(a)5, a fee of $50 would be established for filing each disclaimer in a patent 
or patent application. 

Section 41(a)6 establishes a fee due on filing an appeal from the examiner to the Board of Appeals 
of $115. In addition, a fee of $115 is due on filing a brief in support of the appeal, and a fee of 
$100 is due for requesting an oral hearing before the Board of Appeals. 

Section 41(a)7 establishes two different fees for filing petitions with different standards to revive 
abandoned patent applications. The same two fees are applicable to petitions to accept the delayed 
payment of the fee for issuing a patent. The fees set forth in this section are due on filing the petition. 
Since the section provides for two alternative fees with different standards, the section would permit 
the applicant seeking revival or acceptance of a delayed payment of the fee for issuing a patent 
to choose one or the other of the fees and standards under such regulations as the Commissioner 
may establish. Under the section the Commissioner could establish time limits within which petitions 
under each of the different fees and standards can be filed. The section establishes a fee of $500 
for filing each petition for revival or for acceptance of the delayed payment of an issue fee where 
the abandonment or the failure to pay the issue fee is unintentional. In order to prevent abuse and 
injury to the public the Commissioner could require a terminal disclaimer equivalent to the period 
of abandonment and could require applicants to act promptly after becoming aware of the aban- 
donment. The section establishes a fee of $50 for filing a petition under sections 133 or 151 of 
title 35 in accordance with standards presently in effect requiring that the delay resulting in the 
abandonment, or the delay in payment of the issue fec, be unavoidable. Under this section a petition 
accompanied by either a fee of $500 or a fee of $50 would not be granted where the abandonment 
or the failure to pay the fee for issuing the patent was intentional as opposed to being unintentional 
or unaviodable. This section would permit the Commissioner to have more discretion than present 
law to revive abandoned applications and accept late payment of the fee for issuing a patent in 
appropriate circum- stances. 

Section 41(a)8 establishes fees for filing of petitions for extensions of time. Various time periods 
are set by the Office for taking actions on matters relating to patent applications. These time periods 
are set pursuant to statute or by regulations established by the Commissioner under the authority 
granted to the Commissioner by statute. This section would provide for fees for filing petitions to 
extend the time periods set pursuant to statute or by regulations for taking action within any limitations 
set by statute. 

A fee of $50 is established for filing a request for a first one month extension of time, an additional 
fee of $100 for filing a request for a second one month extension of time which would expire two 
months after the end of the time period set for taking action, and an additional fee of $200 for filing 
a request for a third one month extension of time which would expire three months after the end 
of the time period set for taking action. A subsequent or fourth extension could be requested if 
additional time was available under the statute. In no case could a period be extended beyond the 
maximum time set by statute. 

The Commissioner may issue regulations providing when, within any maximum period per- 
mitted by statute, petitions for extensions of time, and the required fee therefor, may be filed. 
This section does preclude the Commissioner from waiving the fee for filing a petition for an exten- 
sion of time where the Office extends the period due to equity considerations or sufficient 
cause. 

Section 41(b) provides that the Commissioner charge the following fees for maintaining a patent 
other than a design or plant patent, in force: at three years and six months after grant, $400; at seven 
years and six months after grant, $800; and at eleven years and six months after grant, $1,200. Unless 
payment of the applicable maintenance fee is received in the Patent and Trademark Office on or 
before the date the fee is due or within a grace period of six months thereafter, the patent will expire 
as of the end of such grace period. The Commissioner may require the payment of a surcharge 
as a condition of accepting within such six-month grace period the late payment of a maintenance 
fee. 

In order to avoid an inequitable loss of patent rights, the Commissioner is given the authority 
to accept payment of any maintenance fee after the six-month grace period if it is established that 
the delay in payment was unavoidable. It is intended that the Commissioner will issue regulations 
establishing guidelines for acceptance of late payment. After the expiration of a reasonable period 
of time, the patentee would bear a heavy burden of proof that the delay was unavoidable. A surcharge 
may be imposed by the Commissioner as a precondition to acceptance of a late fee. This surcharge 
may be in addition to any surcharge imposed for payment during the grace period. 

A provision is included to protect the rights of one who began using or who took steps to begin 
use of a patent which expired for failure to pay a maintenance fee and which was subse- 
quently reestablished by acceptance of the late payment. The intervening rights provision in 
section 41(c)(2) is similar to the intervening rights provision in 35 U.S.C. 252 concerning reissued 
patents. 

Section 41(d) provides that the Commissioner establish fees for all other processing services, 
or materials related to patents not specified in section 41 at an amount calculated to recover the 
estimated average cost to the Office of such processing, services, or materials. Such processing and 
other services includes, but is not limited to, the processing of various petitions desiring certain 
actions to be taken regarding patent applications, recording of assignments, reexamination of patents 
and the processing of international applications. Fees for materials include the price of patent copies, 
certifications and other copying services. The yearly fee for providing a library specified in section 
13 of title 35 with uncertified copies of the specifications and drawings for all patents issued in 
that year is set at $50. 

Section 41(f) provides that the fees established in subsections (a) and (b) of section 41 may be 
adjusted by the Commissioner on Oct. 1, 1985, and every third year thereafter, to reflect any 
fluctuations occurring during the previous three years in the Consumer Price Index, as determined 
by the Secretary of Labor. Changes of less than one per centum may be ignored by the Commissioner 
in making such adjustments. 

Subsection (a) of section 31 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1113), is 
being changed to grant the Commissioner discretion to establish the level of recovery of office costs 


1158 TMOG 57 
(37) 





1158 TMOG 58 OFFICIAL GAZETTE 
(37) 


related to trademarks. It is expected that the Commissioner will set the fees in a way that the filing 
fee will be kept as low as possible to foster use of the Federal registration system. This may require 
that other fees for services or materials related to trademarks recover more than their actual estimated 
cost in order that the Commissioner achieve in the aggregate adequate cost recovery for the entire 
trademark operation. 

A provision is inserted in section 42(c) of title 35 in order to ensure that the tradermark fees 
collected are used to fund trademark operations only and not the processing of patent applica- 
tions. 


SECTION 4 


Section 3 of title 35 is amended by deleting specific reference to the number of examiners-in- 
chief in the first sentence. Elimination of the upper limit on the number of permanent members 
of the Board of Appeals would provide greater flexibility in filling most of its personnel needs, 
thereby avoiding an excess of examiner details. The authority to appoint acting examiners-in-chief, 
however, is maintained in order that temporary fluctuations in the workload of the Board may be 
accommodated. 

SECTION 5 


Under revised section 111 of title 35, the filing date of an application would be that on which 
the specification and any required drawings are received by the Patent and Trademark Office. The 
oath or declaration and filing fee could be submitted at such later time as established by the 
Commissioner, without any loss of the original filing date. Under the amendment, an applicant could 
either file the oath or declaration (including the applicant’s signature) and fee together with an 
application or submit them at a later time as determined by the Commissioner 

The section would also authorize the imposition of a surcharge as a condition for accepting filing 
of the oath of payment of the filing fee after the filing date of the application. Since an application 
filed without the oath or declaration would not be signed or “made” by the applicant, the amendment 
permits a patent attorney or agent, authorized by the applicant, to submit the specification and drawings 
for the purpose of obtaining a filing date. Should the applicant, however, fail to file the oath or 
declaration, or pay the filing fee within the time limits set by the Commissioner, the application 
would be regarded as having been abandoned. 


SECTION 6 


The third paragraph of section 116 of title 35 is amended to enlarge the possibilities for correcting 
misnamed inventive entities. As a consequence, correction would be permitted also in cases where 
the person originally named as inventor was in fact not the inventor of the subject matter contained 
in the application. If such error occurred without any deceptive intention on the part of the true 
inventor, the Commissioner would have the authority to substitute the true inventor for the erroneously 
named person. Although probably rarer, instances such as changes from a mistakenly identified 
sole inventor to a different, but actual, joint inventors, conversions from erroneously identified joint 
inventors to different but actual, joint inventors, and conversions from erroneously identified joint 
inventors to a different, but actual, sole inventor would also be permitted. In each instance, however, 
the Commissioner must be assured of the presence of innocent error, without deceptive intention 
on the part of the true inventor or inventors, before permitting a substitution of a true inventor's 
name. 

The ability to receive a filing date based on a specification and drawings without signature as 
set forth in revised section 111 of title 35, and to file the oath or declaration and pay the filing 
fee within such period as determined by the Commissioner is also available to joint inventors. 

Section 256 of title 35, which is a companion to section 116, would be amended to similarly 
enlarge the possibilities for correction of misnamed inventors in issued patents. 


SECTION 7 


Section 6(d) of title 35, which provides for the allocation of appropriated Patent and Trademark 
Office funds to the Department of State for payment of United States financial obligations under 
the Patent Cooperation Treaty, is deleted. The Department of State has traditionally assumed 
responsibility for financial obligations for international agreements to which the United Siates 
adheres. 


SECTION 8 


Section 8(a) of the Trademark Act is amended to clarify that the continued use required to be 


shown in the sixth year be use “in commerce”. Although it is believed by some that omission of 


the words “in commerce” may have been inadvertent in the 1946 Act, this section has been interpreted 
so that use in a foreign country, or use in intrastate commerce, is sufficient. Such interpretation 
is fundamentally in conflict with other requirements of the Act. 

Section 8(b) of the Act is also amended to clarify that the continued use required to be shown 
in the sixth year be use “in commerce”. Although it is believed by some that omission of the words 
“in commerce may have been inadvertent in the 1946 Act, this section has interpreted so that use 
in a foreign country, or use in intrastate commerce, is sufficient. Such interpretation is fundamentally 
in conflict with other requirements of the Act. 

Section 8(b) of the Act is also amended to clarify that the continued use required to be shown 
in the sixth year be use “in commerce” for registrations published under section !2(c) of the Act. 
(This pertains to registrations issued under the Act of Mar. 3, 1881 and the Act of Feb. 20, 1905). 

The word “still” has been deleted from section 8(a) and 8(b). Thus, the owner of a registration 
issued on the basis of a foreign registration under the provisions of section 44(e) of the Act will 
have to submit an affidavit to the effect that the mark is in use in commerce. Since the mark need 
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not be used in commerce when it is registered, the requirement cannot be required to state that it 
is “still” in such use. 


SECTION 9 


Section 13 of the Trademark Act is amended to delete the requirement that an opposition be 
verified. The sentence which allowed an unverified application to be verified at a later date has 
been deleted. In addition, a phrase has been added to make it clear that any subsequent extension 
of time to file an opposition, beyond the first extension, must be requested before the end of the 
preceding extension. 

Section 14 of the Trademark Act would also be amended to delete the requirement that a petition 
to cancel a registration be verified. 


SECTION 10 


Section 15 of the Trademark Act is amended to change the term “the publication” to “registration” 
in the first sentence. This change makes the date of registration rather than the date of publication 


the crucial date for purposes of incontestablility. It will also make section 15 consistent with sections 
22 and 33 of the Act. 


SECTION 11 


Section 16 of the Trademark Act is amended to limit the declaration of interferences to those 
situations where a petition to the Commissioner shows that extraordinary circumstances exist, the 
rights of the parties can be determined adequately by the existing opposition and cancellation 
procedures. Additionally, if an interference is declared between an application and a registration 
and the applicant wins, a cancellation must still be initiated against the registration. 


SECTION 12 


A new subsection (a) has been added to section 21 of title 35 to authorize, but not to require, 
the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks to give as the filing date of any paper or fee which 
is required to be filed in the Patent and Trademark Office the date on which the paper or fee was 
deposited with the United States Postal Service. The Commissioner may also give as the filing date 
of any paper or fee which was required to be filed in the Patent and Trademark Office the date 
it would have been deposited with the United States Postal Service but for postal service interruptions 
or emergencies which the Commissioner designates. The requirements governing whether any given 
paper or fee may be given the filing date of the day on which it was, or would have been deposited 
with the United States Postal Service will be set forth in regulations established by the Commissio- 
ner. 


Section 21(b) of title 35 is identical to existing section 21 with two minor amendments. The word 
“federal” has been inserted before the phrase “holiday within the District of Columbia” to clarify 
the nature of the holiday. 


SECTION 13 


This section clarifies the authority of the Commissioner in section 6(a) of title 35 to enter into 
a wide range of cooperative agreements concerning the patent and trademark laws or the admini- 
stration of the Patent and Trademark Office. These agreements are in addition to the exchange of 
publications authorized in 35 U.S.C. 11(b) and 12. These cooperative agreements may take the form 
of studies, programs, exchanges, and other similar ventures. Thus, the Patent and Trademark Office 
could, for example, exchange patent copies, non-patent literature, tapes or services in return for 
goods or services of value to the Patent and Trademark Office. 


SECTION 14 


The amendments of 35 U.S.C. 115 and Section 11 of the Trademark Act of 1946 recognize the 
Hague “Convention Abolishing the Requirement of Legalization for Foreign Public Documents” 
which entered into force in the United States on Oct. 15, 1981. The Convention abolishes the 
requirement of diplomatic or consular legalization for foreign public documents which are sworn 
to or acknowledged by a notary public in any of the countries adhering to the Convention. For 
documents executed by a notary public of all other foreign countries, diplomatic or consular 
legalization will still be required. 

The amendment of 35 U.S.C. 261 is intended to give affirmative effect to acknowledgments 


executed pursuant to the Hague Convention. 
SECTION 15 


This section corrects an incorrect citation. Public Law 96-517 amended section 41 of title 35, 
United States Code, in a way which eliminated 35 U.S.C. § 41(a)(9). Unfortunately, section 13 of 
title 35, United States Code, was not amended accordingly by Public Law 96-517. This section corrects 
that oversight. 

SECTION 16 


This section sets a uniform term of fourteen years for all design patents. 
SECTION 17 


Sections 17(a) and (c) specify the effective dates of the Act. Section 17(a) also specifies that 
the maintenance fees provided for in section 3(b) of this Act will only apply to patents in which 
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the application was filed on and after the date of enactment or to maintenance fees later established 
by law. 

Section 17(b) adds a section to title 35 providing for the voluntary arbitration of patent disputes 
by the parties to the dispute. The section requires that the Commissioner be notified in writing of 
an award made by an arbitrator or modified by a court. Such notification will be entered in the 
record of the prosecution of the patent. 

At present, agreements to arbitrate some aspects of disputes arising under patent licenses are 
enforceable by the courts; however, there have been court decisions that have disapproved arbitration 
of disputes concerning patent validity or infringement. In this regard, see, for example, Zip Mfg. 
Co. v. Pep Mfg. Co. 44 F.2d 184, 7 U.S.P.Q. 62 (D. Del. 1930) and Beckman Instruments, Inc. 
v. Technical Developments Corp. 433 F.2d 55, 167 U.S.P.Q. 10 (7th Cir. 1965). 

Partly as a reaction to those decisions, during the 93rd Congress both the Department of Commerce 
and the Department of Justice endorsed a provision specifically authorizing arbitration of validity 
and infringement disputes. This provision, included in an omnibus patent law revision bill, S. 2504, 
was never enacted due to the many controversial aspects of that legislation. 

In the view of the Committee, a statutory authorization of voluntary agreements to arbitrate validity 
and infringement disputes would benefit both the parties to these disputes and the public. 

Statutory endorsement of arbitration agreements would assure the parties that they could avail 
themselves of the numerous advantages of arbitration without the possibility of having to reargue 
the dispute in court. The advantages of arbitration are many: it is usually cheaper and faster than 
litigation; it can have simpler procedural and evidentiary rules; it normally minimizes hostility and 
is less disruptive of ongoing and future business dealings among the parties; it is often more flexible 
in regard to scheduling of times and places of hearings and discovery devices; and, arbitrators are 
frequently better versed than judges and juries in the area of trade customs and the technologies 
involved in these disputes. 

The enforcement of voluntary arbitration provisions would serve the public in two ways. First, 
the availablity of arbitration with its numerous advantages will enhance the patent system and thus 
will encourage innovation. This view is supported by the Committee for Economic Development 
in their Jan. 1980 statement entitled “Stimulating Technological Progress.” Secondly, arbitration 
could relieve some of the burdens on the overworked Federal courts. Chief Justice Burger in his 
speech to the American Bar Association on Jan. 24, 1982, generally endorsed the use of arbitration 
to reduce the judicial backlog. Also, I think it is important to note that the American Bar Association’ s 
Section on Patent, Trademark and Copyright Law has endorsed court enforcement of arbitration 
agreements calling for arbitration of validity and infringement. 

The recommendations of the Secretary of Commerce to increase substantially patent and trademark 
user fees were made on the promise that such increases “will lay the groundwork for revitalizing 
the patent and trademark systems.” The Secretary committed to three major goals: (1) to reach an 
average patent application pendency time of 18 months by FY 1987, (2) to issue an examiner's 
first action on trademark registrability in three months and disposal of an application within 13 months, 
and (3) to move realistically toward a fully automated Office by the 1990's. In accepting the 
Administration’s recommendations on user fees, the Committee fully expects the Administration 
to live up to its end of the bargain to bring about a first-class Patent and Trademark Office. To 
provide an opportunity for timely and effective Committee oversight of progress toward improving 
the Patent and Trademark Office, the Committee directs that the Secretary of Commerce report 
annually to the Committee on progress toward achieving the three major goals of the Patent and 
Trademark Office, as outlined above, and, in addition, promptly inform the Committee at any time 
it appears that any of the goals, for any reason, is viewed as not attainable. 


OVERSIGHT STATEMENT 


The Committee on the Judiciary has oversight responsibility over the Patent and Trademark Office 
in the Department of Commerce. In addition to its ongoing oversight, the Committee’s Subcommittee 
on Courts, Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice held an oversight hearing with respect 
to the Patent and Trademark Office on Mar. 4, 1981, published as Oversight Hearings Before the 
Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties and the Administration of Justice of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, House of Representatives, Ninety-Seventh Congress, First Session on the Copyright 
Office, The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, and the Copyright Royalty Tribunal. Serial No. 17. 

The Committee expects to continue its oversight activities in this area. 


STATEMENT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE 
No statement has been received on H.R. 6260 from the House Committee on the Budget. 
STATEMENT OF THE CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE 


Pursuant to clause 7, rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Representatives and section 403 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, the following is the cost estimate of H.R. 6260, as amended, 
prepared by the Congressional Budget Office. 


U.S. CONGRESS 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE, 
Washington, D.C., May 13, 1982. 


Hon. PETER W. RODINO, Jr., 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to Section 403 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, 
the Congressional budget Office has prepared the attached cost estimate for H.R. 6260, a bill to 


authorize appropriations to the Patent and Trademark Office in the Department of Commerce, and 
for other purposes. 
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Should the Committee so desire, we would be pleased to provide further details on this estimate. 
Sincerely 

ALICE M. RIVLIN, 

Director. 


CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE COST ESTIMATE 


1. Bill number: H.R. 6260. 

2. Bill title: A bill to authorize appropriations to the Patent and Trademark Office in the Department 
of Commerce, and for other purposes. 

3. Bill status: As ordered reported by the House Committee on the Judiciary, May 11, 1982. 

Bill purpose: H.R. 6260 would authorize 1982 appropriations at a level $2.5 million above the 
amount already appropriated, and would provide a $76 million authorization level in 1983 to carry 
out the activities of the Patent and Trademark Office (PTO). In addition, such sums as may be 
necessary are authorized for fiscal years 1984 and 1985, plus such additional or supplemental amounts 
as may be necessary for increases in salary, pay, retirement, or other benefits authorized by law 
for each fiscal year 1983 thorugh 1985. PTO would also have available for obligation offsetting 
fee collections as provided for in Public Law 96-517, plus the additional fees as specified in H.R. 
6260. 

Assuming enactment of H.R. 6260, total PTO collections over time would result in recovery of 
approximately 100 percent of patent and trademark processing costs. Individuals, small businesses, 
and non-profit institutions would be exempt from the proposed additional fees, however, but would 
continue to follow the fee schedule outlined in P.L. 96-517, which assumes the ultimate recovery 
of approxiamtely 50 percent of all processing costs. 

The President's 1982 budget includes a request for a $2.5 million supplemental for the PTO. 
The Administration has recommended increasing user fees to ultimately recover 100 percent of 
processing costs beginning in 1983, but does not provide for any exemptions to the proposed fee 
increases relative to current law. The effect of exemptions is to increase by approximately $8 million 
the authorized level of appropriations relative to the Administration’s request. 

In addition, the bill would make a number of other changes that are not expected to have a cost 
impact. 

5. Cost estimate: 

[By fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 


1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 


Authorization level: 
Specified BS “HE ascae- dace 
Estimated ena 68 864 86.38 


ITD as ciasusnscchsiccsiartsancitooantaterttocuseuDiadamantetanceehaasioia =e 2s. 223 GA BS ..:. 
ee en ere 24 61.8 824 828 5.5 


Including outlays from appropriations to date for PTO, total 1982 outlays are estimated to be 
$121.5 million, and total 1983 outlays are estimated to be $79.8. 


The costs of this bill fall within budget subfunction 376. 

6. Basis of estimate: The authorization levels for PTO for 1982 and 1983 are those specified 
fn the bill. The estimate authorization levels for 1984 and 1985 assume a level of funding sufficient 
to maintain a program level of $167 million and $176 million, respectively, including offsetting 
collections. In addition, authorization for increases in pay and other benefits of approximately $6.8 
million, $7.4 million, and $7.8 million for fiscal years 1983 through 1985, respectively, were estimated 
based on CBO’s current inflators. Outlays are based on historical spending patterns. 

The estimated collections to PTO as a result of fees charged to cover the costs of processing 
trademarks and patents were provided by the agency, and assume the fee structure outlined in 


the bill. The estimated collections, under current law and under H.R. 6260, are shown in the table 
below. 


[By fiscal years, in millions of dollars] 


1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 


Estimated offsetting collections: 
Current law 
Added by H.R. 6260.... 
Total—H.R. 6260. 


7. Estimate comparison: None. 

8. Previous CBO estimate: None. 

9. Estimate prepared by: Mary B. Maginniss. 

10.Estimate approved by: C. G. Nuckols (James L. Blum, Assistant Director for Budget Analysis). 


COMMITTEE VOTE 


The Committee on the Judiciary ordered H.R. 6260 as amended reported by a voice vote, without 
objection being heard, with a quorum of Members being present. 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW MADE BY THE BILL, AS REPORTED 


In compliance with clause 3 of Rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Representatives, changes 
in existing law made by the bill, as reported, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be 
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omitted is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italics, existing law in which no change 
is proposed is shown in roman): 


TITLE 35, UNITED STATES CODE 
PART 1—PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


ese ee * 


CHAPTER 1—ESTABLISHMENT, OFFICERS, FUNCTIONS 


ss e+ 


§ 3. Officers and employees. 


(a) There shall be in the Patent and Trademark Office a Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
a Deputy Commissioner, two Assistant Commissioners, and [not more than fifteen] examiners- 
in-chief appointed under section 7 of this title. The Deputy Commissioner, or, in the event of a 
vacancy in that office, the Assistant Commissioner senior in date of appointment shall fill the office 
of Commissioner during a vacancy in that office until the Commissioner is appointed and takes 
office. The Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, the Deputy Commissioner, and the Assistant 
Commissioners shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 
The Secretary of Commerce, upon the nomination of the Commissioner, in accordance with law 
shall appoint all other officers and employees. 


*s*# *£* * 
§ 6. Duties of Commissioner. 


(a) The Commissioner, under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce, shall superintend 
or perform all duties required by law respecting the granting and issuing of patents and the registration 
of trademarks; shall have the authority to carry on studies [and] programs, or exchanges of items 
or services regarding domestic and international patent and trademark law or the administration 
of the Patent and Trademark Office, and shall have charge of property belonging to the Patent and 
Trademark Office. He may, subject to the approval of the Secretary of Commerce, establish 
regulations, not inconsistent with law, for the conduct of proceedings in the Patent and Trademark 
Office. 

(b) The Commissioner, under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce, may, in coordination 
with the Department of State, carry on programs and studies cooperatively with foreign patent offices 
and international intergovernmental organizations, or may authorize such programs and studies to 
be carried on, in connection with the performance of duties stated in subsection (a) of this section. 

(c) The Commissioner, under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce, may, with the con- 
currence of the Secretary of State, transfer funds appropriated to the Patent and Trademark Office, 
not to exceed $100,000 in any year, to the Department of State for the purpose of making special 
payments to internatinal intergovernmental organizations for studies and programs for advancing 
international cooperation concerning patents, trademarks, and related matters. These special pay- 
ments may be in addition to any other payments or contributions to the international organization 
and shall not be subject to any limitations imposed by law on the amounts of such other payments 
or contributions by the Government of the United States. 

[(d) The Commissioner, under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce, may, with the 
concurrence of the Secretary of State, allocate funds appropriated to the Patent Office, to the 
Department of State for the purpose of payment of the share on the part of the United States to 
the working capital fund established under the Patent Cooperation Treaty. Contributions to cover 
the share on the part of the United States of any operating deficits of the International Bureau under 
the Patent Cooperation Treaty shall be included in the annual budget of the Patent Office and may 
be transferred by the Commissioner, under the direction of the Secretary of Commerce, to 
the Department of State for the purpose of making payments thereof to the International 
Bureau.} 


§ 13. Copies of patents for public libraries. 

The Commissioner may supply printed copies of specifications and drawings of patents to public 
libraries in the United States which shall maintain such copies for the use of the public, at the rate 
for each year’s issue established for this purpose in section 41 [(a)9] (d) of this title. 

eee * 


CHAPTER 2—PROCEEDINGS IN THE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


esse 


§ 21. [Day for taking action falling on Saturday, Sunday, or holiday] Filing date and day for 
taking action. 


(a) The Commissioner may by rule prescribe that any paper or fee required to be filed in the 
Patent and Trademark Office will be considered filed in the Office on the date on which it was deposited 
with the United States Postal Service or would have been deposited with the United States Postal 
Service but for postal service interruptions or emergencies designated by the Commissioner. 
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(b) When the day, or the last day, for taking any action or paying any fee in the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office falls on Saturday, Sunday, or a Federal holiday within the District 


of Columbia, the action may be taken, or the fee paid, on the next succeeding secular or business 
day. 


**e*#*#** 


CHAPTER 4—PATENT FEES 


se #4 * 
§ 41. Patent fees 


{(a) The Commissioner of Patents will establish fees for the processing of an application for a 
patent, from filing through disposition by issuance or abandonment, for maintaining a patent in force, 
and for providing all other services and materials related to patents. No fee will be established for 
maintaining a design patent in force. 

{(b) By the first day of the first fiscal year beginning on or after one calendar year after enactment 
of this Act, fees for the actual processing of an application for a patent, other than for a design 
patent, from filing through disposition by issuance or abandonment, will recover in aggregate 25 
per centum of the estimated average cost to the Office of such processing. By the first day of the 
first fiscal year beginning on or after one calendar year after enactment, fees for the processing 
of an application for a design patent, from filing through disposition by issuance or abandonment, 
will recover in aggregate SO per centum of the estimated average cost to the Office of such processing. 

[(c) By the fifteenth fiscal year following the date of enactment of this Act, fees for maintaining 
patents in force will recover 25 per centum of the estimated cost to the Office, for the year in which 
such maintenance fees are received, of the actual processing all applications for patents, other than 
for design patents, from filing through disposition by issuance or abandonment. Fees for maintaining 
a patent in force will be due three years and six months, seven years and six months, and eleven 
years and six months after the grant of the patent. Unless payment of the applicable maintenance 
fee is received in the Patent and Trademark Office on or before the date the fee is due or within 
a grace period of six months thereafter, the patent will expire as the end of such grace period. The 
Commissioner may require the payment of a surcharge as a condition of accepting within such six- 
month grace period the late payment of an applicable maintenance fee. 

[(d) By the first day of the first fiscal year beginning on or after one calendar year after enactment, 
fees for all other services or materials related to patents will recover the estimated average cost to 
the Office of performing the service or furnishing the material. The yearly fee for providing a library 
specified in section 13 of this title with uncertified printed copies of the specifications and drawings 
for all patents issued in that year will be $50.] 

(a) The Commissioner shall charge the following fees: 

1. On filing each application for an original patent, except in design or plant cases, $300; in 
addition, on filing or on presentation at any other time, $30 for each claim in independent form 
which is in excess of three, $10 for each claim (whether independent or dependent) which is in 
excess of twenty, and $100 for each application containing a multiple dependent claim. For the 
purpose of computing fees, a multiple dependent claim as referred to in section 112 of this title 
or any claim depending therefrom shall be considered as separate dependent claims in accordance 
with the number of claims to which reference is made. Errors in payment of the additional fees 
may be rectified in accordance with regulations of the Commissioner. 

2. For issuing each original or reissue patent, except in design or plant cases, $500. 

3. In design and plant cases: 

a. On filing each design application, $125. 
b. On filing each plant application, $200. 
c. On issuing each design patent, $175. 

d. On issuing each plant patent, $250. 

4. On filing each application for the reissue of a patent, $300; in addition, on filing or on 
presentation at any other time, $30 for each claim in independent form which is in excess of the 
number of independent claims of the original patent, and $10 for each claim (whether independent 
or dependent) which is in excess of twenty and also in excess of the number of claims of the original 
patent. Errors in payment of the additional fees may be rectified in accordance with regulations 
of the Commissioner. 

5. On filing each disclaimer, $50. 

6. On filing an appeal from the examiner to the Board of Appeals, $115; in addition, on filing 
a brief in support of the appeal, $115, and on requesting an oral hearing before the Board of Appeals, 
$100. 

7. On filing each petition for the revival of an unintentionally abandoned application for a patent 
or for the unintentionally delayed payment of the fee for issuing each patent, $500, unless the 
petition is filed under sections 133 or 151 of this title, in which case the fee shall be $50. 

8. For petitions for one-month extensions of time to take actions required by the Commissioner 
in an application: 

a. On filing a first petition, $50. 
b. On filing a second petition, $100. 
c. On filing a third or subsequent petition. $200. 
(b) The Commissioner shall charge the following fees for maintaining a patent in force: 
1. Three years and six months after grant, $400. 
2. Seven years and six months after grant, $800. 
3. Eleven years and six months after grant, $1,200. 

Unless payment of the applicable maintenance fee is received in the Patent and Trademark Office 
on or before the date the fee is due or within a grace period of six months thereafter, the patent 
will expire as of the end of such grace period. The Commissioner may require the payment of a 
surcharge as a condition of accepting within such six-month grace period the late payment of an 
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applicable maintenance fee. No fee will be established for maintaining a design or plant patent 
in force. 

(c)1) The Commissioner may accept the payment of any maintenance fee required by subsection 
(b) of this section after the six-month grace period if the delay is shown to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner to have been unavoidable. The Commissioner may require the payment of a surcharge 
as a condition of accepting payment of any maintenance fee after the six-month grace period. If 
the Commissioner accepts payment of a maintenance fee after the six-month grace period, the patent 
shall be considered as not having expired at the end of the grace period. 

(2) No patent, the term of which has been maintained as a result of the acceptance of a payment 
of a maintenance fee under this subsection, shall abridge or affect the right of any person or his 
successors in business who made, purchased or used after the six-month grace period but prior 
to the acceptance of a maintenance fee under this subsection anything protected by the patent, to 
continue the use of, or to sell to others to be used or sold, the specific thing so made, purchased, 
or used. The court before which such matter is in question may provide for the continued manufacture, 
use or sale of the thing made, purchased, or used as specified, or for the manufacture, use or sale 
of which substantial preparation was made after the six-month grace period but before the acceptance 
of a maintenance fee under this subsection, and it may also provide for the continued practice of 
any process, practiced, or for the practice of which substantial preparation was made, after the 
six-month grace period but prior to the acceptance of a maintenance fee under this subsection, 
to the extent and under such terms as the court deems equitable for the protection of investments 
made or business commenced after the six-month grace period but before the acceptance of a 
maintenance fee under the subsection. 

(d) The Commissioner will establish fees for all other processing, services, or materials related 
to patents not specified above to recover the estimated average cost to the Office of such processing, 
services, or materials. The yearly fee for providing a library specified in section 13 of this title with 
uncertified printed copies of the specifications and drawings for all patents issued in that year will 
be $50. 

(3) The Commissioner may waive the payment of any fee for any service or material related 
to patents in connection with an occasional or incidental request made by a department or agency 
of the Government, or any officer thereof. The Commissioner may provide any applicant issued 
a notice under section 132 of this title with a copy of the specifications and drawings for all patents 
referred to in that notice without charge. 

[(f) Fees will be adjusted by the Commissioner to achieve the levels of recovery specified in 
this section; however, no patent application processing fee or fee for maintaining a patent in force 
will be adjusted more than once every three times. 

(f) The fees established in subsection (a) and (b) of this section may be adjusted by the Com- 
missioner on Oct. 1, 1985, and every third year thereafter, to reflect any fluctuations occurring 
during the previous three years in the Consumer Price Index, as determined by the Secretary of 
Labor. Changes of less than 1 per centum may be ignored. 

(g) No fee established by the Commissioner under this section will take effect prior to sixty days 
following notice in the Federal Register. 


§ 42. Patent and Trademark Office funding. 


(a) All fees for services performed by or materials furnished by the Patent and Trademark Office 
will be payable to the Commissioner. 

(b) All fees paid to the Commissioner and all appropriations for defraying the costs of the activities 
of the Patent and Trademark Office will be credited to the Patent and Trademark Office Appropriation 
Account in the Treasury of the United States, the provisions of section 725e of title 31, United States 
Code, notwithstanding. 

(c) Revenues from fees will be available to the Commissioner of Patents to carry out, to the extent 
provided for in appropriation Acts, the activities of the Patent and Trademark Office. Fees available 
to the Commissioner under section 31 of the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1113), 
shall be used exclusively for the processing of trademark registrations and for other services and 
materials related to trademarks. 

(d) The Commissioner may refund any fee paid by mistake or any amount paid in excess of 
that required. 


PART II—PATENTABILITY OF INVENTIONS AND GRANT OF PATENTS 


ese ee * 


CHAPTER 11—APPLICATION FOR PATENT 


se ee * 


§ 111. Application for patent 


[Application for patent shall be made by the inventor, except as otherwise provided in this title, 
in writing to the Commissioner. Such application shall include: (1) a specification as prescribed 
by section 112 of this title; (2) a drawing as prescribed by section 113 of this title; and (3) an oath 
by the applicant as prescribed by section 115 of this title. The application must be signed by the 
applicant and accompanied by the fee required by law.] 

SEC. 111. Application for patent shall be made, or authorized to be made, by the inventor, except 
as otherwise provided in this title, in writing to the Commissioner. Such application shall include 
(1) a specification as prescribed by section 112 of this title; (2) a drawing as prescribed by section 
113 of this title; and (3) an oath by the applicant as prescribed by section 115 of this title. The 
application must be accompanied by the fee required by law. The fee and oath may be submitted 
after the specification and any required drawing are submitted, within such period and under such 
conditions, including the payment of a surcharge, as may be prescribed by the Commissioner. Upon 
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failure to submit the fee and oath within such prescribed period, the application shall be regarded 
as abandoned, unless it is shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that the delay in submitting 
the fee and oath was unavoidable. The filing date of an application shall be the date on which the 
specification and any required drawing are received in the Patent and Trademark Office. 


* * * *& * 


§ 115. Oath of applicant 


The applicant shall make oath that he believes himself to be the original and first inventor of 
the process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or improvement thereof, for which 
he solicits a patent; and shall state of what country he is a citizen. Such oath may be made before 
any person within the United States authorized by law to administer oaths, or when, made in a foreign 
country, before any diplomatic or consular office of the United States authorized to administer oaths, 
or before any officer having an official seal and authorized to administer oaths in the foreign country 
in which the applicant may be, whose authority [shall be] is proved by certificate of a diplomatic 
or consular officer of the United States, or apostille of an official designated by a foreign country 
which, by treaty or convention, accords like effect to apostilles of designated officials in the United 
States and such oath shall be valid if it complies with the laws of the state or country where made. 
When the application is made as provided in this title by a person other than the inventor, the oath 
may be so varied in form that it can be made by him. 


§ 116. [Joint inventors] /nventors. 


When an invention is made by two or more persons jointly, they shall apply for patent jointly 
and each sign the application and make the required oath, except as otherwise provided in this title. 

If a joint inventor refuses to join in an application for patent or cannot be found or reached after 
diligent effort, the application may be made by the other inventor on behalf of himself and the omitted 
inventor. The Commissioner, on proof of the pertinent facts and after such notice to the omitted 
inventor as he prescribes, may grant a patent to the inventor making the application, subject to the 
same rights which the omitted inventor would have had if he had been joined. The omitted inventor 
may subsequently join in the application. 

Whenever [a person is joined in an application for patent as joint inventor through error, or a 
joint inventor is not included in an application through error] through error a person is named in 
an application for patent as the inventor, or through error an inventor is not named in an application, 
and such error arose without any deceptive intention on his part, the Commissioner may permit 
the application to be amended accordingly, under such terms as he prescribes. 


kee eK 


CHAPTER 16—DESIGNS 


eee ES 


§ 173. Term of design patent. 


[Patents for designs may be granted for the term of three years and six months, or for seven 
years, or for fourteen years, as the applicant, in his application, elects.] 
Patents for designs shall be granted for the term of fourteen years. 


** ee * 


PART III—PATENTS AND PROTECTION OF PATENT RIGHTS 


eeone 8 


CHAPTER 25—AMENDMENT AND CORRECTION OF PATENTS 


*e e£ * * 
§ 256. Misjoinder of inventor. 


{Whenever a patent is issued on the application of persons as joint inventors and it appears that 
one of such persons was not in fact a joint inventor, and that he was included as a joint inventor 
by error and without any deceptive intention, the Commissioner may, on application of all the parties 
and assignees, with proof of the facts and such other requirements as may be imposed, issue a 
certificate deleting the name of the erroneously joined person from the patent. 

{Whenever a patent is issued and it appears that a person was a joint inventor, but was omitted 
by error and without deceptive intention on his part, the Commissioner may, on application of all 
the parties and assignees, with proof of the facts and such other requirements as may be imposed, 
issue a certificate adding his name to the patent as a joint inventor. 

[The misjoinder or nonjoinder of joint inventors shall not invalidate a patent, if such error can 
be corrected as provided in this section. The court before which such matter is called in question 
may order correction of the patent on notice and hearing of all parties concerned and the Commissioner 
shall issue a certificate accordingly.] 


§ 256. Correction of named inventor. 


Whenever through error a person is named in an issued patent as the inventor, or through error 
an inventor is not named in an issued patent and such error arose without any deceptive intention 
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on his part, the Commissioner may, on application of all the parties and assignees, with proof of 
the facts and such other requirements as may be imposed, issue a certificate correcting such error. 
The error of omitting inventors or naming persons who are not inventors shall not invalidate 
the patent in which such error occurred if it can be corrected as provided in this section. The court 
before which such matter is called in question may order correction of the patent on notice and 
hearing of all parties concerned and the Commissioner shall issue a certificate accordingly. 


CHAPTER 16—OWNERSHIP AND ASSIGNMENT 


**e ke * 


§ 261. Ownership; assignment. 


Subject to the provisions of this title, patents shall have the attributes of personal property. 

Applications for patent, patents, or any interest therein, shall be assignable in law by an instrument 
in writing. The applicant, patentee, or his assigns or legal representatives may in like manner grant 
and convey an exclusive right under his application for patent, or patents, to the whole or any specified 
part of the United States. 

A certificate of acknowledgment under the hand and official seal of a person authorized to 
administer oaths within the United States, or, in a foreign country, of a diplomatic or consular officer 
of the United States or an officer authorized to administer oaths whose authority is proved by a 
certificate of a diplomatic or consular officer of the United States, or apostille of an official designated 
by a foreign country which, by treaty or convention, accords like effect to apostilles of designated 
officials in the United States, shall be prima facie evidence of the execution of an assignment, grant 
or conveyance of a patent or application for patent. 

An assignment, grant or conveyance shall be void as against any subsequent purchaser or 
mortgagee for a valuable consideration, without notice, unless it is recorded in the Patent and 
Trademark Office within three months from its date or prior to the date of such subsequent purchase 
or mortgage. 


CHAPTER 29—REMEDIES FOR INFRINGEMENT OF PATENT, 
AND OTHER ACTIONS 


Sec. 


281. Remedy for infringement of patent. 
*e #£*e * 


294. Voluntary arbitration. 


§ 294. Voluntary arbitration. 


(a) A contract involving a patent or any right under a patent may contain a provision requiring 
arbitration of any dispute relating to patent validity or infringement arising under the contract. 
In the absence of such a provision, the parties to an existing patent validity or infringement dispute 
may agree in writing to settle such dispute by arbitration. Any such provision or agreement shall 
be valid, irrevocable, and enforceable, except for any grounds that exist at law or in equity for 
revocation of a contract. 

(b) Arbitration of such disputes, awards by arbitrators and confirmation of awards shail be 
governed by title 9, United States Code, to the extent such title is not inconsistent with this section. 
In any such arbitration proceeding, the defenses provided for under section 282 of this title shall 
be considered by the arbitrator if raised by any party to the proceeding. 

(c) An award by an arbitrator shall be final and binding between the parties to the arbitration 
but shall have no force or effect on any other person. The parties to an arbitration may agree that 
in the event a patent which is the subject matter of an award is subsequently determined to be invalid 
or unenforceable in a judgment rendered by a court to competent jurisdiction from which no appeal 
can or has been taken, such award may be modified by any court of competent jurisdiction upon 
application by any party to the arbitration. Any such modification shail govern the rights and 
obligations between such parties from the date of such modification. 

(d) When an award is made by an arbitrator, the patentee, his assignee or licensee shall give 
notice thereof in writing to the Commissioner. There shall be a separate notice prepared for each 
patent involved in such proceeding. Such notice shall set forth the names and addresses of the parties, 
the name of the inventor, and the name of the patent owner, shall designate the number of the patent, 
and shall contain a copy of the award. If an award is modified by a court, the party requesting 
such modification shall give notice of such modification to the Commissioner. The Commissioner 
shall upon receipt of either notice, enter the same in the record of the prosecution of such patent. 
If the required notice is not filed with the Commissioner, any party to the proceeding may provide 
such notice to the Commissioner. 

(e) The award shall be unenforceable until the notice required by subsection (d) is received by 
the Commissioner. 


TRADEMARK ACT OF 1946 


seek * 


Sec. 8 (a). Duration of registration—Cancelation at end of 6 years 
unless affidavit of use filed. 
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Each certificate of registration shall remain in force for 20 years: Provided, That the registration 
of any mark under the provisions of this Act shall be canceled by the Commissioner at the end 
of 6 years following its date, unless within | year next preceding the expiration of such 6 years 
the registrant shall file in the Patent and Trademark Office an affidavit showing that said mark is 
[still] in use in commerce or showing that its nonuse is due to special circumstances which excuse 
such nonuse and is not due to any intention to abandon the mark. Special notice of the requirement 
for such affidavit shall be attached to each certificate of registration. 


Sec. 8(b). Cancelation of republished prior registrations unless 
affidavit of use filed. 


Any registration published under the provisions of subsection (c) of section 12 of this Act shall 
be canceled by the Commissioner at the end of 6 years after the date of such publication unless 
within | year next preceding the expiration of such 6 years and registrant shall file in the Patent 
and Trademark Office an affidavit showing that said marks is [still] in use in commerce or showing 
that its nonuse is due to special circumstances which excuse such nonuse and is not due to any 
intention to abandon the mark. 


* eee * 


Sec. II. Acknowledgments and verifications. 


Acknowledgments and verifications required hereunder may be made before any person within 
the United States authorized by law to administer oaths, or, when made in a foreign country, before 
any diplomatic or consular officer of the United States or before any official authorized to administer 
oaths in the foreign country concerned whose authority [shall] is proved by a certificate of a diplomatic 
or consular officer of the United States or apostille of an official designated by a foreign country 
which, by treaty or convention, accords like effect to apostilles of designated officials in the United 
States, and shall be valid if they comply with the laws of the state or country where made. 


* eee 


Sec. 13. Opposition to registration of marks on the Principal Register. 


Any person who believes that he would be damaged by the registration of a mark upon the principal 
register may upon payment of the required fee, file [a verified] an opposition in the Patent and 
Trademark Office, stating the grounds therefor, within thirty days after the publication under 
subsection (a) of section 12 of this Act of the mark sought to be registered. Upon written request 
prior to the expiration of the thirty-day period, the time for filing opposition shall be extended for 
an additional thirty days, and further extensions of time for filing opposition may be granted by 
the Commissioner for good cause when requested prior to the expiration of an extension. The 
Commissioner shall notify the applicant 86 of each extension of the time for filing opposition. [An 
unverified opposition may be filed by a duly authorized attorney, but such opposition shall be null 
and void unless verified by the opposer within a reasonable time after such filing to be fixed by 
the Commissioner.] An opposition may be amended under such conditions as maybe prescribed 
by the Commissioner. 

SEC. 14. A [verified] petition to cancel a registration of a mark, stating the grounds relied upon, 
may, upon payment of the prescribed fee, be filed by any person who believes that he is or will 
be damaged by the registration of a mark on the principal register established by this Act, or under 
the Act of Mar. 3, 1881, or the Act of Feb. 20, 1905— 

(a) within five years from the caic of the registration of the mark under this Act; or 

(b) within five years from the date of publication under section 12(c) hereof of a mark registered 
under the Act of Mar. 3, 1881, or the Act of Feb. 20, 1905; or 

(c) at any time if the registered mark becomes the common descriptive name of an article or 
substance, or has been abandoned, or its registration was obtained fraudulently or contrary to the 
provisions of section 4 or of subsections (a), (b), or (c) of section 2 of this Act for a registration 
hereunder, or contrary to similar prohibitory provisions of said prior Acts for a registration thereunder, 
or if the registered mark is being used by, or with the permission of, the registrant so as to misrepresent 
the source of the goods or services in connection with which the mark is used; or 

(d) at any time if the mark is registered under the Act of Mar. 3, 1881, or the Act of Feb. 20, 
1905, and has not been published under the provisions of subsection (c) of section 12 of this Act; 
or 

(e) at any time in the case of a certification mark on the ground that the registrant (1) does not 
control, or is not able legitimately to exercise control over, the use of such mark, or (2) engages 
in the production or marketing of any goods or services to which the certification mark is applied, 
or (3) permits the use of the certification mark for purposes other than to certify, or (4) discriminately 
refuses to certify or to continue to certify the goods or services of any person who maintains the 
standards or conditions which such mark certifies: 

Provided, That the Federal Trade Commission may apply to 
cancel on the grounds specified in subsections (c) and (e) of this 
section any mark registered on the principal register established 
by this Act, and the prescribed fee shall not be required. 


Sec. 15. Incontestability under certain conditions of right to use mark. 


Except on a ground for which application to cancel may be filed at any time under subsections 
(c) and (e) of section 14 of this Act, and except to the extent, if any, to which the use of a mark 
registered on the principal register infringes a valid right acquired under the law of any State or 
Territory by use of a mark or trade name continuing from a date prior to the date of [the publication] 
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registration under this Act of such registered mark, the right of the registrant to use such registered 
mark in commerce for the goods or services on or in conncection with which such registered mark 
has been in continuous use for 5 consecutive years subsequent to the date of such registration and 
is still in use in commerce, shall be incontestable: Provided, That— 

(1) there has been no final decision adverse to registrant’s claim of ownership of such mark 
for such goods or services, or to registrant's right to register the same or to keep the same on 
the register; and 

(2) there is no proceeding involving said rights pending in the Patent Office or in a court 
and not finally disposed of; and 

(3) an affidavit is filed with the Commissioner within | year after the expiration of any such 
5-year period setting forth those goods or services stated in the registration on or in connection 
with which such mark has been in continuous use for such 5 consecutive years and is still in 
use in commerce, and the other matters specified in subsections (1) and (2) hereof; and 

(4) no incontestable right shall be acquired in a mark which is the common descriptive name 
of any article or substance, patented or otherwise. 

Subject to the conditions above specified in this section, the incontestable right with reference 
to a mark registered under this Act shall apply to a mark registered under the Act of Mar. 3, 1881, 
or the Act of Feb. 20, 1905, upon the filing of the required affidavit with the Commissioner within 
1 year after the expiration of any period of 5 consecutive years after the date of publication of a 
mark under the provisions of subsection (c) of section 12 of this Act. 

The Commissioner shall notify any registrant who files the above-prescribed affidavit of the filing 
thereof. 


Sec. 16. Interference. 


{Whenever application is made for the registration of a mark which so resembles a mark previously 
registered by another, or for the registration of which another has previously made application, as 
to be likely when applied to the goods or when used in connection with the services of the applicant 
to cause confusion or mistake or to deceive, the Commissioner may declare that an interference 
exists.] Upon petition showing extraordinary circumstances, the Commissioner may declare that 
an interference exists when application is made for the registration of a mark which so resembles 
a mark previously registered by another, or for the registration of which another has previously 
made application, as to be likely when applied to the goods or when used in connection with the 
services of the applicant to cause confusion or mistake or to decieve. No interference shall be declared 
between an application and the registration of a mark the right to the use of which has become 
incontestable. 


Aug. 27, 1982 
[H.R. 6260} 


Patent and 
§ 31. Fees Trademark 
Office 

(a) The Commissioner of Patents will establish fees for the filing and processing of an application 
for the registration of a trademark or other mark and for all other services performed by and materials 
furnished by the Patent and Trademark Office related to trademarks and other marks. [Fees will 
be set and adjusted by the Commissioner to recover in aggregate 50 per centum of the estimated 
average cost to the Office of such processing. Fees for all other services or materials related to 
trademarks and other marks will recover the estimated average cost to the Office of performing 
the service or furnishing the material.] However, no fee for the filing or processing of an application 
for the registration of a trademark or other mark or for the renewal or assignment of a trademark 
or other mark will be adjusted more than once every three years. No fee established under this section 
will take effect prior to sixty days following notice in the Federal Register. 

(b) The Commissioner may waive the payment of any fee for any service or material related 
to trademarks or other marks in connection with an occasional request made by a department or 
agency of the Government, or any officer thereof. The Indian Arts and Crafts Board will not be 
charged any fee to register Government trademarks of genuineness and quality for Indian products 
or for products of particular Indian tribes and groups. 


Appropriation 
Authorization 
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(38) Request for Refunds (39) 


Deposit Account Authorizations 


In order to expedite the processing of refunds for payment 
of fees by actual mistake or in excess of the designated fees, 
attorneys and applicants requesting refunds should direct their 
correspondence to the attention of the “Refund Section, Ac- 
counting Division, Office of Finance.” This procedure should 
be followed whether the request is for a refund check or for 
a credit to the deposit account. The problems of misrouting the 
request for a refund in the Patent and Trademark Office would 
be alleviated and the payment of refunds accelerated. 


The rules of practice were amended effective Oct. 1, 1982, 
at 37 CFR 1.25(b) to state that: “A general authorization to 
charge all fees, or only certain fees, set forth in §§ 1.16 to 1.18 
to a deposit account may be filed in an individual application, 
either for the entire pendency of the application or with respect 
to a particular paper filed.” A general authorization would not 
apply to document supply fees under § 1.19, such as those 
required for certified copies; to post-issuance fees under § 1.20 
such as those required for maintenance fees; or to miscellaneous 
fees and charges under § 1.21, such as assignment recording 
fees. 

Many applications filed prior to Oct. 1, 1982, contain broad 
language authorizing any additional fees which might have been 
due to be charged to a deposit account. The Patent and Trade- 
mark Office does not interpret such broad authorizations, filed 


BRADFORD R. HUTHER, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Finance & Planning. 


[1024 O.G. 59 (11-23-82)] 
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in an application on or after Oct. 1, 1982, will be interpreted 
as authorization to charge the issue fee; as well as any other 
fee set forth in §§ 1.16, 1.17 or 1.18. Fees under sections 1.19, 
1.20 and 1.21 will not be charged as a result of a general 
authorization under section 1.25. 
It is recommended that authorizations to charge fees to deposit 
accounts include reference to the particular fees or fee sections 
of the rules which applicant intends to authorize. For example, 
if filing and processing fees under §§ 1.16 and 1.17 only are 
intended to be included in the authorization, and not the issue 
fee under § 1.18, the authorization could read: “The Commis- 
sioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees under 37 CFR 
1.16 and 1.17 which may be required during the entire pendency 
of the application to Deposit Account No. .” Such an 
authorization would clearly exclude issue fees under 37 CFR 
1.18 while including all the filing and processing fees listed in 
37 CFR 1.16 and 1.17. Similarly, if it were intended to authorize 
the charging of fees relating only to a specific paper, the au- 
thorization could read “The Commissioner is hereby authorized 
to charge any fees under 37 CFR 1.16 and 1.17 which may be 
required by this paper to Deposit Account No. .” Such 
authorizations would cover situations in which a check to cover 
a filing and processing fee under 37 CFR 1.16 and 1.17 was 
omitted or was for an amount less than the amount required. 
It is extremely important that the authorization be clear and 
unambiguous. If applicants file authorizations which are am- 
biguous and which deviate from the usual forms of authoriza- 
tions, the Office may not interpret the authorizations in the 
manner applicants intend. In such cases applicants could be 
subject to further expenses, petitions, etc. in order to correct fees 
which were not charged as intended due to an ambiguous 
authorization. 


GERALD J. MOSSINGHOFF, 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


July 1, 1983. 
[1032 OG 32} 


(40) Deposit Account Authorization to Charge Issue Fee 


This notice supplements the Official Gazette notice, dated 
July 1, 1983, published at 1032 O.G. 33 on July 26, 1983. 

The rules of practice were amended effective Oct. 1, 1982, 
at 37 CFR 1.25(b) to state that: “A general authorization to 
charge all fees, or only certain fees, set forth in 37 CFR 1.16 
to 1.18 to a deposit account may be filed in an individual 
application, either for the entire pendency of the application or 
with respect to a particular paper filed.” 

The Patent and Trademark Office will treat broad language 
to “charge any additional fees which may be required at any 
time during the prosecution of the application” as authorization 
to charge the issue fee on applications filed on or after Oct. 1, 
1982. 

Sept. 30, 1988 RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 

Assistant Commissioner 

for Patents 


[1095 OG 44) 


(41) Unpaid Fee Checks 

Beginning Dec. 1, 1987, the Office will change the procedure 
for handling fee checks of attorneys and agents that are returned 
to the Office unpaid. Presently, when a check submitted as 
payment for an application, a processing, an issue or any other 
fee is returned to the Office unpaid, the Office of Finance sends 
a letter to the attorney or agent who represents the applicant, 
or to the applicant if unrepresented by an attorney or agent, 
enclosing the check and calling attention to the fact that the check 
was returned unpaid. Beginning Dec. 1, 1987, the Office of 
Finance will send a copy of its letter to the applicant if the letter 
is addressed to an attorney or agent. The prohibition of 37 CFR 
§§ 1.33 and 2.18 against double correspondence is waived in 
view of the submission of a check that is returned unpaid to 
the Office. 
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A registered patent attorney or agent who repeatedly submits 
checks that are returned unpaid through no fault of the bank 
may expect to have the matter referred to the Office of Enroll- 
ment and Discipline. 


DONALD W. PETERSON, 


Oct. 5, 1987. Deputy Commissioner 


{1083 TMOG 44] 


(42) Posting of Filing Fee Codes 

We are making a minor change in the recording of fees so 
that we can speed up the processing of mail. 

First, a brief explanation of the problem. Incoming mail to 
the PTO has soared. The number of envelopes received in the 
Mail Room in the first four months of this fiscal year is almost 
30% higher than for the same period last year. This sudden 
increase has taxed existing resources and a backlog has devel- 
oped. It takes a new employee over one year to become proficient 
in recognizing the hundreds of different types of documents 
entering the Office, the appropriate fee codes to apply, and the 
appropriate destination. 

One of the most time-consuming functions of the Mail Room 
initial review clerks is the determination of how many independ- 
ent and dependent claims there are in a patent application so 
that the appropriate amounts can be coded for the basic appli- 
cation fee, the extra independent claim fee, the extra total claim 
fee, and the multiple dependent claim fee. This can involve a 
substantial amount of time in complicated cases, particularly 
when there are preliminary amendments. With over 30,000 
individual documents patent applications and all other mail to 
be processed and routed each day, such time-consuming 
delays have a severe adverse impact in moving all the 
work. 

So, effective immediately, we are making a change which 
will move the mail more quickly. Rather than go through the 
time-consuming computation in the Mail Room to determine 
the amount to charge to each specific claim fee code, the total 
amount received will be recorded in one filing code. The detailed 
calculations will continue to be done later in the process where, 
in conjunction with the formality review of the application, the 
analysis takes place as to whether or not the fee submitted was 
correct. The individual charges remain the same and the infor- 
mation on claims contained in the application will continue to 
be reported on the application filing receipt without change. 
Here’s what would be seen on deposit account charges and 
checks: 

101 - Includes amount for basic filing fee, extra independent 
claims, extra total claims, and multiple dependent claims, 
previously recorded as 101, 102, 103, and 104, respec- 
tively. 

201 - Includes same items as above for small entity applications, 
previously recorded as 201, 202, 203, and 204. 

108 - Includes same items as above for reissue applications, 
previously recorded as 108, 109, and 110. 

208 - Includes same items as above for small entity reissue 
applications, previously recorded as 208, 209, and 210. 

This revised procedure allows us to be more efficient. 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration 


Mar. 31, 1988. 
{1089 OG 57] 


(43) Use of Metric System of Measurements 


in Patent Applications 


The ability of the United States to compete in world trade and 
improve our trade balance is becoming more important and more 
difficult each day as our competitors get stronger. Presently, the 
United States is the only industrial country which has not adopted 
the metric system of weights and measures. The lack of U.S. 
goods being produced and packaged under metric standards 
results in our country being at a competitive disadvantage in 
world markets. 
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To improve our competitiveness, in the 1988 trade bill, Con- 
gress established metric as the Nation’s “preferred system 
of units for United States trade and commerce,” and set a 1992 
date for Federal agencies to complete their transition to metric 
uses in “procurement, grants and other business related activi- 
ties”. 

To implement the congressional designation of the metric 
system of measurement for U.S. trade and commerce, the Presi- 
dent on July 25, 1991, issued an Executive Order (Metric Usage 
in Federal Government Programs) for the Federal Government 
to lead the way in metric usage. The Department of Commerce 
has been designated as the lead agency responsible for coordi- 
nating usage by the Federal Government. 

The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) does not currently 
require weights and measures in patent applications to be 
stated in the metric system. However, in Section 608.01 of the 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, all patent applicants are 
strongly encouraged to use either (1) only metric units or (2) 
inch-pound units together with their metric equivalents, when 
describing their inventions in the specifications of patent appli- 
cations. 

In the spirit of the Executive Order, the PTO reiterates and 
emphasizes strong encouragement for patent applicants to use 
the metric system of weights and measurements in patent appli- 
cations. At some future time when there has been a sufficient 
conversion to metric usage by U.S. research and development 
industries, the PTO will consider making it a requirement that 
patent applicants use metric units in patent applications. 

Jan. 15, 1992 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1, 2 and 10 
[Docket No. 920671-3225] 
RIN 0651-AAS55 


Changes in Signature and Filing Requirements for 
Correspondence filed in the Patent and TrademarkOffice 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final rule; correction. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is correct- 
ing errors in the final rule which appeared in the Federal Register 
on Friday, October 22, 1993 (53 FR 54494). The regulations 
related to changes in signature and filing requirements for 
correspondence filed in the patent and Trademark Office con- 
tained in parts 1,2 and 10. 

Effective Date: November 22, 1993. 

For Further Information Contact: Abraham Hershkovitz by 
telephone at (703) 305-9282, or by facsimile transmission at 
(703) 305-8825, or by mail marked to his attention and addressed 
to Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Supplementary Information: 
Background 

The final regulations that are the subject of these corrections, 
make changes to the rules of practice relating to signatures and 
filing requirements for correspondence filed in the Patent and 


Trademark Office. 


Need for Correction 


As published, the final regulations contain errors, which may 
be misleading and are in need of clarification. Several sections 
realting to receipt of facsimile transmissions in certain trademark 
documents were omitted. 


Correction of Publication 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 
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Accordingly, the publication on October 22, 1993, of the final 
regulations (docket No. 920671-3225), which were the subject 
of FR Doc. 93-25864, is corrected as follows: 


1. On page 54494, in the second column, at the end of the first 
partial paragraph, the following sentence should be added: “This 
final rulemaking also expands the acceptability of facsimile 
transmission to certain trademark documents which were not 
part of the proposed rulemaking.” 


2. On page 54495, in the second column, after the first full 
paragraph, the following paragraphs should be added: “This 
final rulemaking also expands the acceptability of facsimile 
transmissions to certain trademark documents, not included in 
the propsed rulemaking. These additional documents are: 

(1) An affidavit showing that a mark is still in use or containing 
an excuse for nonuse under section 8 (a) or (b) or section 12 (c) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C 1058(a), 1058(b), 1062(c); 

(2) An application for renewal of a registration under section 
9 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1059; 

(3) In an application under section 1(b) of the Trademark Act, 
15 U.S.C. 1051(b), the filing of an amendment to allege use in 
commerce under section I(c) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1051(c); or the filing of a statement of use under section 1(d)(1) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051 (d)(1). 

The Certificate of Mailing or Transmission provisions of §1.8 
do not apply to correspondence listed in (1) through (3) above, 
nor to the filing of corrrepondence in an international application 
before the U.S. Receiving Office, the U.S. International Search- 
ing Authority, or the U.S. International Preliminary Examining 
Authority or to the filing, in an application under section 1(b) of 
the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), of a request under section 
1(d)(2) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C 1051 (d)(2), for an 
extension of time to file a statement of use under 1(d)(1) of the 
Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051 (d)(1). See § 1.8(a) (v), (viii), 
(ix), (xi) and (xii). If the transmission of any of these documents 
is completed after midnight (Eastern time) of the due date, the 
papers are untimely” 


3. On page 54495, second column, in the first sentence of the 
second full paragraph,” 2.51, 2.52 or 2.72" should be revised to 
read “ or 2.21”. 


4. On page 54495, second column, at the end of the third full 
paragraph, the following sentence should be added: “This final 
rulemaking also expands the acceptability of specimens filed in 
conjuction with amendments to allege use under section I(c); 
statements of use under section I(d); affidavits of use or excus- 
able nonuse under section 8 (a) or (b) or 12(c); and application 
for renewal under section 9 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1051 (c) and (d); 1058 (a) and (b); 1062(c) and 1059.” 


5. On page 54495, third column, in item numbered (2) §§ 2.51, 
2.52, or 2.72" should be revised to read “§ 2.21”. 


6. On the page 54495, third column, the item numbered “(3)”at 
the bottom of the column, should be removed. 


7. On page 54495, third column, the item numbered “(4)” at the 
bottom of the column, should be removed. 


8. On page 54495, third column, the item numbered “(5)"should 
be redesignated as “(3)”. 


9. On page 54495, the item numbered “(6)” should be removed. 


10. On page 54496, top of the first column, the item numbered 
“(7)” should be redesignated as “(4)”. 


11. On page 54496, top of the first column, the item numbered 
“(8)” should be redesignated as “(5)”. 


12. On page 54498, in lines 16 and 17, from the top of the third 
column, “2.51, 2.51, or 2.72” should be revised to read “or 2.21”. 


13. On page 54498, in the third column, at the end of the first 
paragraph, the following sentence should be added: “However, 
the suggestion has been adopted to the extent that the Office will 
accept, via facsimile transmission, an affidavit showing that a 
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mark is still in use or containing an excuse for nonuse under 
section 8 (a) or (b) or section 12(c) of the Trademark Act, 15 
U.S.C 1058(a), 1058(b), 1062(c); an application for renewal of 
a registration under section 9 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1059; and in application under section 1(b) of the Trademark 
Act, 15 U.S.C 1051(b), the filing of an amendment to allege use 
in commerce under section1(c) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C 
1051(c); or the filing of a statement of use under section 1(d)(1) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(1).” 


14. On page 54502, in section 1.603, lines 4 and 5 should be 
revised to read “§ 1.8(a)(2)(i)(A) through (D) and (F); 1.8 
(a)(2)(ii)(A) and (D); and 1.8(a)(2)(iti)(A)”. 


15. On page 54502, in section 1.8(a)(2) introductory text, the 
coma in the last line between “on” and “the” should be removed. 
November 27, 1993 BRUCE A. LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce 


and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 


The corrected Final Rulemaking incorporating the changes 
identified above is set forth below. 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1, 2 and 10 
[Docket No. 90671-3225] 

RIN 0651-AA55 


Changes in Signature and Filing Requirements for Corre- 
spondence Filed in the Patent and Trademark Office 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Final Rule. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent and trademark cases to: specify 
the types of correspondence which will no longer require origi- 
nal signatures; provide for facsimile transmission of certain 
correspondence to the Office; discontinue use of the drop boxes 
at Crystal Plaza Building 3 and at the Department of Commerce 
Building in Washington, D.C.,; and clarify other provisions with 
respect to practice before the Office. 

Effective Date: November 22, 1993. These rules will be appli- 
cable to all correspondence filed with the Office on or after the 
effective date. 

For Further Information Contact: Abraham Hershkovitz by 
telephone at (703) 305-9282, by facsimile transmission at (703) 
305-8825, or by mail marked to his attention and addressed to 
Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: Ina Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register at 57 FR 36034 (August 12, 
1992) and in the Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette at 
1142 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 8-13 (September |, 1992), the Office 
proposed to amend the rules of practice in patent and trademark 
cases to simplify the manner in which correspondence may be 
transmitted to the Office and clarify other provisions with respect 
to practice before the Office. This rulemaking includes changes 
to expand those situations where a party can use the Certificate 
of Mailing or Transmission procedure, and minor technical 
modifications in Part 2 of Title 37 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations which were not part of the proposed rulemaking. 
This rule making also expands the acceptability of facsimile 
transmissions to certain trademark documents which were not 
part of the proposed rulemaking. 

Written comments were submitted by twenty-two law firms, 
five individuals, nine corporations, two organizations and three 
agencies. An oral hearing was not conducted. 

The following includes a discussion of the rules being changed 
and the reasons for those changes, and an analysis of the com- 
ments received in response to the notice of proposed rule- 
making. 
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Discussion of Specific Sections to be Changed or Added: 


(1) Types of Correspondence No longer Requiring Original 
Signatures (Section 1.4) 

Section 1.4 is amended to include a new paragraph (d) to 
specify that most correspondence filed in the Office, which 
requires a person’s signature, may be an original, or a copy 
thereof. See §§ 1.4 (e) and (f) for types of correspondence where 
the original must be filed in the Office. The word original, as used 
in this rulemaking, is defined as correspondence which is per- 
sonally signed in permanent ink by the person whose signature 
appears thereon. Where copies of correspondence are accept- 
able, photocopies or facsimile transmissions may be filed. For 
example, a photocopy or facsimile transmission of an original of 
an amendment, declaration, petition, issue fee transmittal form, 
authorization to charge a deposit account, etc., may be submitted 
in a patent or trademark application. Furthermore, where copies 
are permitted, second and further generation copies (i.e., copy of 
a copy) are acceptable. The original, if not submitted to the 
Office, should be retained as evidence of proper execution in the 
event that questions arise as to the authenticity of the signature 
reproduced on the photocopy or facsimile-transmitted corre- 
spondence. If a question of authenticity arises, the Office may 
require submission of the original. 

Section 1.4(e) identifies types of correspondence in which an 
original must be submitted to the Office. Where an original is 
required, copies are not acceptable and will not be accorded a 
receipt date. Correspondence, as referred to in this section, 
includes application forms for registration to practice before the 
Office and data sheets for the register of patent attorneys and 
agents. 

Section 1.4(f) provides that when a document that is required 
by statute to be certified must be filed (such as a certified copy of 
a foreign patent application, pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 119; a certi- 
fied copy of an international application, pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 
365; a certified copy of a foreign trademark registration, pursu- 
ant to 15 U.S.C. 1126(e); a certified copy of a final court order, 
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1119; or a certified copy of a U.S. 
trademark registration), a copy of the certification, including a 
photocopy or facsimile transmission, will not be acceptable. The 
requirement for an original certification does not apply to certi- 
fications such as required under §§ 1.8, 1.10, 1.60, 1.97(e) and 
3.73(b), since these certifications are not required by statute. 

(2) Identification of Applications (Section 1.5) Section 1.5(a) 
is amended to make reference to the certificate procedure under 
§ 1.8 consistent with the new title for § 1.8. 

(3) Receipt of Correspondence (Section 1.6) 

A descriptive heading is added to each paragraph of § 1.6 to 
identify the content of that paragraph. 

The phrase “correspondence” is used in § 1.6 since the terms 
“papers”, “letters” and “fees” all fall within the generic defini- 
tion of “correspondence”. 

Section 1.6(a) is amended to clarify that correspondence 
transmitted by facsimile on weekends or Federal holidays within 
the District of Columbia, will be accorded the next business day 
as the date of receipt. 

Sections 1.6 (b) and (c) are amended to clarify that weekdays 
refer to any day except a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holiday 
within the District of Columbia. 

Section 1.6(c) is amended to delete reference to the box 
locations in the lobby of Crystal Plaza Building 3, Arlington, 
Virginia, and at the Department of Commerce Building in Wash- 
ington, D.C. The use of the drop boxes was discontinued on April 
21, 1992, and the hours of operation for the attorney’s window 
were extended to midnight, the same hours the drop boxes were 
available. The public can now deposit correspondence with the 
Office and obtain an acknowledgment of receipt after normal 
business hours. See “Changes in How Papers May Be Filed in the 
Patent and Trademark Office”, 1137 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 7 
(April 7, 1992). 

Use of the drop boxes at Crystal Plaza Building 3 and Depart- 
ment of Commerce Building locations had caused problems for 
both the public and the Office. Occasionally, it had been difficult 
to determine the dates of actual deposit of correspondence in the 
boxes. On occasion, Office employees and/or members of the 
public had been denied access to the drop box at the Department 
of Commerce by building security guards due to a special event 
taking place at the Department. Additionally, there were in- 
stances of correspondence being found outside of the drop boxes 
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(e.g., on the floor of the main lobby of the Department of 
Commerce Building, on the guard’s desk, on a nearby table, 
etc.). As a result, on occasion, the Office lacked confidence in 
assigning correct dates of receipt to correspondence deposited in 
the boxes at Crystal Plaza Building 3 and at the Department of 
Commerce Building. Given these difficulties, and the fact that 
the necessity for these boxes has been greatly diminished as a 
result of the facsimile transmission and certificate of mailing 
procedures, § | .6(c) is amended by deleting reference to the drop 
boxes at Crystal Plaza Building 3 and the Department of Com- 
merce Building. 

A new section 1|.6(d) is added to specify the types of corre- 
spondence which may be transmitted by facsimile and former § 
1.6(d) is revised to be consistent with § 1.8(b) and redesignated 
as § 1.6(e). The widespread use of facsimile transmission and the 
resulting time saved in correspondence between applicants and 
the Office prompted the Office to establish a trial program to 
accept facsimile transmission of certain correspondence. The 
policy on “Filing of Certain Papers and Authorizations to Charge 
Deposit Accounts by Facsimile Transmission” was published at 
1096 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 30 (November 15, 1988) and was 
supplemented in the notice “Filing of Certain Papers with the 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences by Facsimile Trans- 
mission” published at 1108 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 15 (November 
14, 1989). The policy on “Filing of Certain Trademark Papers 
and Authorizations to Charge Deposit Accounts by Facsimile 
Transmission” was published at 1123 Off. Gaz. TM. Office 18 
(February 12, 1991). In light of the success of the trial program, 
a policy on acceptance of facsimile transmission is incorporated 
into § 1.6(d). The situations where transmission of correspon- 
dence by facsimile is permitted have been increased over those 
permissible under the trial program outlined above. The situa- 
tions where transmissions by facsimile remain prohibited are 
identified in § 1.6(d)(1)-(9). Prohibitions cover situations where 
originals are required as specified in §§ 1.4 (e) and (f), and 
situations where accepting a facsimile transmission would be 
unduly burdensome on the Office. As a courtesy, the Office will 
attempt to notify senders whenever correspondence is sent to the 
Office by facsimile transmission that falls within one of these 
prohibitions. Senders are cautioned against submitting corre- 
spondence by facsimile transmission which is not permitted 
under § 1.6(d) since such correspondence will not be accorded 
a receipt date. 

This final rulemaking expands the acceptability of facsimile 
transmission to certain patent interference proceedings, not 
included in the proposed rulemaking, to reflect the practice set 
forth at 1108 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 15 (November 14, 1989). 

This final rulemaking also expands the acceptability of fac- 
simile transmission to certain trademark documents, not include 
in the proposed rulemaking. These addditional documents are: 

(1) An affidavit showing that a mark is still in use or containing 
an excuse for nonuse under section 8 (a) or (b) or section 12(c) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1058(a), 1058(b), 1062(c); 

(2) An application for renewal of a registration under section 
9 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1059; 

(3) In an application under section 1(b) of the Trademark Act, 
15 U.S.C. 1051(b), the filing of an amendment to allege use in 
commerce under section I(c) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1051(c); or the filing of a statement of use under section 1(d)(1) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(1). 

The Certificate of Mailing or Transmission provisions of § 1.8 
do not apply to correspondence listed in (1)-(3) above, nor to the 
filing of correspondence in an international application before 
the U.S. Receiving Office, the U.S. International Searching 
Authority, or the U.S. International Preliminary Examining Au- 
thority or to the filing, in an application under section 1(b) of the 
Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), of a request under section 
1(d)(2) of the Trademark act, 15 U.S.C. 1051 (d)(2), for an 
extension of time to file a statement of use under section 1(d)(1) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051 (d)(1). See § 1.8 (a)(2)(i(E) 
and 1.8 (a)(2)(ii)(B), (C), (E) and (F). If the transmission of any 
of these documents is completed after midnight (Eastern time) of 
the due date, the papers are untimely. 

Under § 1.6(d)(4) as adopted in this final rulemaking, draw- 
ings submitted under §§ 1.81, 1.83-1.85, 1.152, 1.165, 1.174, 
1.437, or 2.21 may not be filed by facsimile in patent and 
trademark applications. The experience of the Office is that the 
quality of the drawings received by facsimile transmission is 
generally not sufficient to comply with the drawing require- 
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ments set forth in these rules. However, applicants may submit 
by facsimile transmission proposed drawing corrections for 
approval by the Office. 

In trademark proceedings, the facsimile transmission of speci- 
mens in response to an Office action will be permitted. Fac- 
simile-transmitted specimens must be legible in order to be 
accepted and examined as specimens. This final rulemaking also 
expands the acceptability of specimens filed in conjunction with 
amendments to allege use under section I(c); statements of use 
under section 1(d); affidavits of use or excusable nonuse under 
section 8 (a) or (b) or 12(c); and applications for renewal under 
section 9 of the Trademark Act. 15 U.S.C. 1051 (c) and (d); 1058 
(a) and (b); 1062(c) and 1059. 

The date of receipt accorded to any correspondence permitted 
to be sent by facsimile transmission is the date the complete 
transmission is received by an Office facsimile unit, unless the 
transmission is completed on a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal 
holiday within the District of Columbia. Correspondence for 
which transmission was completed on a Saturday, Sunday, or 
Federal holiday within the District of Columbia, will be accorded 
a receipt date of the next succeeding day which is not a Saturday, 
Sunday, or Federal holiday within the District of Columbia. For 
example, a facsimile transmission to the Office from California 
starting on a Friday at 8:45 p.m. Pacific time and taking 20 
minutes, would be completed at 9:05 p.m. Pacific time. The 
complete transmission would be received in the Office around 
12:05 a.m. Eastern time on Saturday. The receipt date accorded 
to the correspondence is the date of the following business day, 
which in this case, would be Monday (assuming that Monday 
was not a Federal holiday within the District of Columbia). 

The following lists itemize types of correspondence which 
may not be filed by facsimile transmission, and, if submitted by 
facsimile, will not be accorded a date of receipt: 


Correspondence Relative to Patents and Patent Applications 
Where Filing by Facsimile Transmission is Not permitted 


(1) A document that is required by statute to be certified; 

(2) A national patent application specification and drawing or 
other correspondence for the purpose of obtaining an application 
filing date; 

(3) Drawings submitted under §§ 1.81, 
1.165, 1.174, or 1.437; 

(4) Correspondence in an interference which an examiner-in- 
chief orders to be filed by hand or “Express Mail”; 

(5) Agreements between parties to an interference under 35 
U.S.C. 135(c); 

(6) Correspondence to be filed in an interference proceeding 
which consists of a preliminary statement under § 1.621; a 
transcript of a deposition under § 1.676 or of interrogatories, 
cross-interrogatories, or recorded answers under § 1.684(c); or 
an evidentiary record and exhibits under § 1.653; 

(7) Correspondence to be filed in a patent application subject 
to a secrecy order under §§ 5.1-5.8 of this chapter and directly 
related to the secrecy order content of the application; 

(8) An international application for patent; 

(9) A copy of the international application and the basic 
national fee necessary to enter the national stage, as specified in 
§ 1.494(b) or § 1.495(b): 

(10) A request for reexamination under § 1.510. 


1.83-1.85, 1.152, 


Correspondence Relative to Trademark Registrations and 
Trademark Applications Where Filing by Facsimile Trans- 
mission is Not Permitted 


(1) The filing of a trademark application; 

(2) Drawings submitted under § 2.21; 

(3) A petition to cancel a registration of a mark under section 
14, subsection (1) or (2) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1064; 

(4) Request for cancellation or amendment of a registration 
under section 7(e) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1057(e); and 
certificates of registration surrendered for cancellation or amend- 
ment under section 7(e) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1057(e); 

(5) Correspondence to be filed with the Trademark Trial and 
Appeal Board, except the notice of ex parte appeal. 


Correspondence Relative to Practitioner Registrations, In- 
vestigations, and Disciplinary Proceedings Where Filing by 
Facsimile Transmission is Not Permitted 
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Correspondence requiring a person’s signature and relating 
to: 

(1) Registration to practice before the Patent and Trademark 
Office in patent cases; 

(2) Enrollment and disciplinary investigations; or 

(3) Disciplinary proceedings. 

(4) Certificate of Mailing or Transmission Procedure 

(Section 1.8) 

The title of § 1.8 is changed from Certificate of Mailing to 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission so as to include facsimile 
transmission. 

Section 1.8(a) prescribes procedures for the use of a certificate 
of mailing or transmission to file papers or fees in the Office by 
first class mail or by facsimile transmission. The description of 
the Certificate of Mailing or Transmission practice is set forth in 
§ 1.8(a)(1), and the list of exceptions to the certificate practice is 
found in § 1.8(a)(2). The phrase papers or fees”in §1.8(a) is 
changed to correspondence” since both “papers and “fees” fall 
within the generic definition of correspondence. Paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of § 1.8 are amended to include correspondence transmit- 
ted by facsimile. In the event that correspondence is filed by 
facsimile transmission, it is recommended that the sending 
facsimile machine generate a report confirming transmission for 
each transmission session. This report should be retained by the 
applicant, along with the correspondence used as the original, as 
evidence of content and date of transmission. Paragraph (a)(2) of 
§ 1.8 is amended to include separate headings for correspon- 
dence which relate to patents, trademarks and disciplinary pro- 
ceedings. The sequence of some of the paragraphs found in § 
1.8(a)(2) has been changed in order to have those paragraphs 
listed under the appropriate heading. The ability to use the 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission procedures has been 
expanded to the filing of an affidavit under section 15, subsec- 
tion (3) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1065(3), the filing of a 
notice of election to proceed by civil action in an inter partes 
proceeding under 35 U.S.C. 141 or 15 U.S.C. 1071(a)(1), in 
response to another party’s appeal to the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit, the filing of a notice and reasons of appeal under 
35 U.S.C. 142 or a notice of appeal under 15 U.S.C. 1071(a)(2), 
and the filing of a statement under 42 U.S.C. 2182 or 42 U.S.C. 
2457(c). 

Paragraph (a)(2)(vi) of § 1.8 is redesignated as paragraph 
(a)(2)(x) and amended to refer to section 14(1) or 14(2) of the 
Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1064, to conform with the numbering 
of the Trademark Law Revision Act of 1988. Other sections of 
paragraph (a)(2) of § 1.8 are amended to identify the types of 
correspondence which will not receive the benefit of a certificate 
of mailing or transmission. 

Paragraph (b) of § 1.8 outlines procedures to be followed to 
document the timely filing of correspondence in accordance 
with § 1.8(a) where such correspondence is not received by the 
Office. The phrase “correspondence or fees” in § 1.8(b) is 
changed to “correspondence” since “fees” fall within the generic 
definition of “correspondence”. Before adoption of this final 
rule, § 1.8(b) required that the party forwarding the correspon- 
dence or fee include a declaration, under §§ 1.68 or 2.20 of this 
chapter, attesting to the previous timely mailing or transmission. 
In order to be consistent with other sections in Parts | and 2 of this 
chapter, the practice under § 1.8(b) is amended to permit a 
practitioner, as defined in § 10.1(r), to submit a statement rather 
than an oath or declaration under §§ 1.68 or 2.20 of this chapter. 
New paragraph (c) of § 1.8 is added to explicitly provide for a 
requirement for additional evidence relating to the mailing or 
transmission of correspondence in accordance with para- 
graph (a) of this section. The Office may invoke this require- 
ment when it is deemed appropriate to establish an actual 
date of mailing or transmission. See, e.g., In re Klein, 
6 USPQ2d 1547 (Comm’r Pat. 1987), aff'd sub nom. Klein v. 
Peterson, 696 F. Supp. 695, 8 USPQ2d 1434 (D.D.C. 1988), aff'd 
866 F.2d 412, 9 USPQ2d 1558 (Fed. Cir.), cert. denied, 490 U.S. 
1091 (1989). 

(5) Time for Appeal or Civil Action (Section 1.304) 

In section 1.304. paragraphs (a) and (c) are amended to delete 
a statement that use of the certificate procedure under § 1.8 is 
prohibited so as to be consistent with changes to § 1.8. Also, a 
cross reference to 1.658 in paragraph (a) is clarified. 

(6) Submission of Maintenance Fees (Section 1.366) 

Section 1.366(b) is amended by deleting the words “of mail- 
ing” to conform with the new title for § 1.8. 
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(7) Filing Date of Application for Extension of Patent Term 
Section 1.741(a) 

Section 1.741(a) is amended to conform with the new title for 
the certificate procedure under § 1.8. 

(8) Appeal to Court and Civil Action (Section 2.145) 

Sections 2.145(c)(3) and 2.145(d)(1) are amended to conform 
with the revised list of types of correspondence excluded from 
the certificate of mailing or transmission procedure set out in § 
1.8. Formerly, the notice of election to proceed by civil action in 
an inter partes proceeding under 35 U.S.C. 141 or section 
21(a)(1) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1071(a)(1), and the 
filing of notice and reasons of appeal under 35 U.S.C. 142 ora 
notice of appeal under section 21(a)(2) of the Trademark Act, 15 
U.S.C. 1071(a)(2), were specifically excluded, under §§ 1 .8(a)(2) 
(viii) and (ix), respectively, from the certificate of mailing 
procedure. Since these notices are no longer excluded under 
amended § 1.8(a)(2), sections 2.145(c)(3) and 2.145(d)(1) are 
amended to conform with § 1.8 by deleting the last sentence 
which provided that the certificate of mailing procedure was not 
available. 

(9) Reconsideration of Affidavit or Declaration (Section 2.165) 
Section 2.165(a)(1) is amended to refer to the new title for the 
certificate procedure under § 1.8 of this chapter. 

(10) Signature and Certificate of Practitioner (Section 10.18) 
Section 10.18 is modified to clarify signature requirements for 
correspondence signed by practitioners. The reference to § 1.4 of 
this charter will make it apparent that copies, including photo- 
copies or facsimile transmissions, of correspondence signed by 
practitioners will be accepted under appropriate circumstances. 

(11) Misconduct (Section 10.23(c)) 

Section 10.23(c) is amended to refer to the new title for the 
certificate procedure under § 1.8 of this chapter. 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


The comments received in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking have been given careful consideration and a number 
of the suggested modifications have been adopted. The com- 
ments and responses are discussed below. 

Comment: In order to clarify how the Office will treat a copy of 
a paper, one comment suggested changing the second sentence 
in proposed § 1.4(d) to indicate that, except as provided in §§ 1.4 
(e) and (f), acopy would be treated by the Office as if the original 
had been filed. 

Response: While the suggested language was not adopted, the 
rule was modified to clarify that, except as provided in §§ 1.4 (e) 
and (f), an original or a copy thereof may be filed. The rules as 
stated in this final rulemaking are clear that, where an original is 
not required, a paper filed will be treated in the same way 
regardless of whether it is an original or a copy. 

Comment: Five comments objected to a perceived requirement 
in § 1.4(d) that the color of ink used for signing a paper be 
different from the printing on the paper. 

Response: Proposed § 1.4(d) did not require that the color of ink 
used for signing a paper be different from the printing on the 
paper. The suggested use of different colors of ink is a preferred 
procedure for distinguishing between an original and a copy. 
However, in order to avoid further confusion, the suggestion that 
a different color of ink be used has been deleted. 

Comment: One comment recommended that the issue of signa- 
ture authenticity end upon issuance of a patent in order to reduce 
the need to keep files in storage for long periods of time and to 
remove the burden on applicants of having to retrieve files from 
storage. 

Response: Once a patent issues, the Office is not likely to inquire 
into any matters related to signature authenticity of correspon- 
dence filed in that patent application. Nevertheless, on rare 
occasions, a question of signature authenticity might arise after 
issuance of a patent. Applicants must therefore make their own 
decisions as to how long to retain originals. 

Comment: Two comments questioned the justification for pro- 
posed § 1.4(e) requiring originals to be submitted in international 
patent applications. 

Response: Section 1.4(e), as adopted, does not prohibit the filing 
of photocopies in an international patent application. With re- 
gard to facsimile transmissions, Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 
Rule 92.4, as revised on July 1, 1992, permits the filing by 
facsimile of certain correspondence related to an international 
patent application. However, as indicated in §§ 1.6(d)(3), 
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1.8(a)(2)(iv) and 1.8(a)(2)(vi), the filing by facsimile is not 
permitted in the following situations relative to international 
applications for patent: (1) the filing of an international applica- 
tion for patent and (2) the filing of a copy of the international 
application and the basic national fee necessary to enter the 
national stage, as specified in §§ 1.494(b) or 1.495(b). 
Applicants are cautioned, however, that the Certificate of Mail- 
ing or Transmission provisions of § 1.8 do not apply to corre- 
spondence filed in an international application before the U.S. 
Receiving Office, the U.S. International Searching Authority, or 
the U.S. International Preliminary Examining Authority, regard- 
less of whether the correspondence was filed by mail or facsimile 
transmission. See § 1.8(a)(2)(5). 

Comment: One comment suggested that, in applications filed 
under § 1.60, the certification that the application and papers 
being filed are true copies of those filed in the parent application 
should be excluded from the original signature requirement. 
Response: Filing of copies of statements under § 1.60 as well as 
certifications under §§ 1.8, 1.10, 1.97(e) and 3.73(b) will be 
permitted. The certified documents referred to in § 1.4(f) are 
those which are required to be certified by statute (e.g., certified 
documents under 35 U.S.C. 119). 

Comment: One comment questioned whether routine papers 
could be photocopied with a practitioner’s signature thereon 
with appropriate information being filled in later by another 
person. 

Response: Section 10.18(a) states that the signature of a practi- 
tioner, on correspondence filed, constitutes a certificate that the 
correspondence has been read by the practitioner. Accordingly, 
the photocopying of papers with a practitioner’ s signature thereon 
and subsequently having appropriate information filled in by 
another person, is not authorized or permitted under the rules. 
Comment: One comment questioned whether a docket clerk 
could use a signature stamp of a registered attorney on a transmit- 
tal letter. 

Response: Section 10.18(a) states that correspondence filed by a 
practitioner must be personally signed by that practitioner. Ac- 
cordingly, use of a signature stamp of a registered attorney by a 
docket clerk would not be permitted. 

Comment: Two comments suggested that the facsimile transmis- 
sion practice be further liberalized to permit scanned-in signa- 
tures to be affixed to facsimile or electronically transmitted 
correspondence. The personal, handwritten signature would be 
affixed on a copy of the transmitted correspondence which 
would be kept by the applicant or his or her representative. 
Response: The Office is actively considering acceptance of 
electronically filed applications and papers related thereto. See 
“Electronic Filing of Patent and Trademark Applications” pub- 
lished at 57 FR 56537 (November 30, 1992) and 1145 Off. Gaz. 
Pat. Office 372 (December 22, 1992). Until an acceptable pro- 
gram is established, every paper, requiring a signature, filed in 
the Office, regardless of the manner in which it was transmitted, 
will have to be a paper which was signed by the person whose 
signature appears thereon, or be a copy thereof. Scanned signa- 
tures affixed to papers which were not personally signed will not 
be permitted at this time. 

Comment: One comment indicated that proposed § 1.5(a) ap- 
peared to be contrary to PCT Article 27(1) in that it added the 
additional requirement not set forth in the PCT of requiring 
correspondence concerning an international application to iden- 
tify the international application number. 

Response: PCT Rule 92.1 requires any paper relating to an 
international application to identify the international application 
to which it relates. In order to ensure prompt and proper associa- 
tion of correspondence with the intended application file, it is 
essential to use the application number on all papers. The 
practice (which was not a new one added in this rulemaking) is 
a mere implementation of the requirement in PCT Rule 92.1 and 
is not contrary to PCT Article 27(1) as no additional requirement 
is being placed on applicants. 

Comment: Two comments recommended an increase from two 
weeks to 30 days or one month in the period provided in § 1.5(a) 
for resubmission of correspondence. 

Response: The two-week period provided in § 1.5(a) is to enable 
applicants to provide the necessary identifying data where such 
data was not provided during the original submission. This is 
intended to permit immediate resubmission and no additional 
time is deemed to be necessary. Extending this period to 30 days 
would unnecessarily delay prosecution of applications. 
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Comment: Section |.5(a) suggests that all letters directed to the 
Office concerning applications for patents should also state 
“Patent Application”. One comment suggested that § 1.5(a) be 
amended to replace the restrictive reference to a “Patent Appli- 
cation” to read “identifying the correspondence a relating to a 
patent application”. 

Response: In order to make it easier for Office employees 
handling incoming correspondence to direct mail, § 1.5(a) rec- 
ommends that letters relating to a patent application should state 
“Patent Application”. The suggestion in the comment was not 
adopted since uniformity in the reference to “Patent Applica- 
tion” is desirable. Furthermore, this suggested labeling is not a 
requirement as evidenced by the use of the word “should” rather 
than “must”. 

Comment: Section 1|.5(a) states that “No correspondence relat- 
ing to an application should be filed prior to when notification of 
the application number is received from the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office”. One comment suggested that the phrase “notifica- 
tion of the application number” was not adequately defined as it 
was not clear if applicants had to wait for the official filing receipt 
before information disclosure statements or other papers could 
be filed. 

Response: The phrase “notification of the application number” 
as used in § 1.5(a) includes any manner in which an applicant 
becomes aware of the application number. The phrase is pur- 
posely broad and is not limited to the mailing of an official filing 
receipt. Rather, it includes a return post card which has an 
application number stamped thereon. The reasoning behind the 
statement in § 1.5(a) that no correspondence should be filed 
prior to notification of the application number is that correspon- 
dence received without an application number is difficult to 
match with the appropriate file. Further defining the phrase 
“notification of the application number” in § 1.5(a) is not war- 
ranted. 

Comment: One comment suggested defining a business day as 
Monday through Friday, except for Federal holidays in the 
District of Columbia. 

Response: It is not clear which section the comment was directed 
to, but § 1.6 indicates that no correspondence will be received by 
the Office on Saturdays, Sundays or Federal holidays within the 
District of Columbia. Since the language has not created prob- 
lems in the past, the suggestion will not be adopted. 

Comment: Two comments suggested amending § 1 .6(c) to indi- 
cate the hour of operation of the “walk-up window”. 
Response: Specifying in the regulations the hours of operation of 
the “walk-up window” is unnecessary. The hours of operation 
have been published in Official Gazette announcements and if 
those hours are changed in the future, the new schedule will 
published. Should the hours of operation of the “walk-up win- 
dow” be changed due to unforeseen circumstances (i.e., snow 
emergency, etc.), a sign will be posted at the “walk-up window” 
giving an alternate location to deposit correspondence for the 
Office. 

Comment: Two comments requested that the Office reconsider 
and withdraw the proposal to eliminate the mail drop box at the 
guard’s desk at the Department of Commerce Building in Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Response: As indicated in the notice of proposed rulemaking, 
members of the public were occasionally denied access to the 
drop box at the Department of Commerce. Additionally, the 
Office lacked confidence in assigning correct dates of receipt to 
correspondence deposited in the box as a result of instances 
when correspondence was found outside of the drop box. Fur- 
ther, since there are many ways to file papers with the Office (i.e., 
certificate of mailing or transmission, Express Mail, facsimile 
transmission, longer hours at the “walk-up-window”), there is no 
need to maintain an off-site drop box. 

Comment: One comment suggested that the Office publish 
phone numbers for facsimile machines at various locations, (i.e., 
Publishing Division, various examining groups, etc.), in order to 
enable the public to direct their transmissions to a particular 
location, rather than a central location. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted. See “Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO) Information Contacts”, 1149 Off. Gaz. 
Pat. Office 67 (April 27, 1993). The Office will publish in the 
Official Gazette periodic updates of this list. 

Comment: Three comments advocated a further expansion of the 
facsimile transmission practice to permit transmission of any 
paper which did not require an original signature. According to 
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the comment, it was difficult to understand why the Office would 
not permit facsimile transmission of certain papers directly to the 
Office, but would accept those same papers if transmitted by 
facsimile to a third party who then hand-delivered the papers to 
the Office. 

Response: The only papers, not requiring an original signature or 
certification, which the Office will not accept by facsimile 
transmission are those which, for various reasons, would cause 
an undue burden on the Office. For example, papers submitted 
for the purpose of obtaining an application filing date are often 
rather voluminous difficult to collate and would create ineffi- 
ciencies in tying up the Office facsimile machines for long 
periods of time. In addition, there is a time and content criticality 
to papers filed for the purpose of obtaining a filing date which is 
not shared by other types of papers. Another example would be 
drawings submitted under §§ 1.81, 1.83-1.85, 1.152, 1.165, 
1.174, 1.437, or 2.21. Experience has shown that the quality of 
drawings received by facsimile transmission would typically 
result in an objection by the Official Draftsman. Disputes might 
arise at that point as to whether the cause of the poor quality was 
applicant's transmitting unit or the receiving unit of the Office. 
Hence, the Office will continue to prohibit facsimile transmis- 
sion of certain papers as specified in § 1.6(d). However, the 
suggestion has been adopted to the extent that the office will 
accept, via facsimile transmission, an affidavit showing that a 
mark is still in use or containing an excuse for nonuse under 
section 8(a) or (b) or section 12 (c) of the Trademark Act, 15 
U.S.C. 1058(a), 1058(b), 1062(c); an application for renewal of 
a registration under section 9 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1059; and in an application under section 1(b) of the Trademark 
Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), the filing of an amendment to allege use 
in commerce under section I(c) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1051(c); or the filing of a statement of use under section 1(d)(1) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051 (d)(1). 

Comment: Section | .6(d) states that the receipt date accorded to 
a paper transmitted by facsimile will be the date on which the 
complete transmission is received in the Office. Three comments 
objected to this language by arguing that this practice discrimi- 
nated against West Coast practitioners and gave an advantage to 
East Coast practitioners because the West Coast practitioners 
had only until 9 P.M. to complete a transmission in order to 
receive the benefit of that day’s filing. 

Response: The facsimile transmission practice is similar to regu- 
lar mail practice. Thus, a West Coast practitioner depositing 
correspondence with the local postal service without a certificate 
of mailing will receive as a receipt date the date on which the 
Office receives the correspondence, rather than the date on 
which the correspondence was deposited. Similarly, a paper 
transmitted by facsimile will be accorded, as the date of receipt, 
the date on which the complete transmission was received in the 
Office, unless the date of receipt is a Saturday, Sunday, or 
Federal holiday within the District of Columbia, in which case, 
the date of receipt will be the next business day. 

The certificate practice provided in § 1.8, on the other hand, 
permits the sender to indicate on the correspondence the date of 
mailing or transmission from the sender’s perspective, which 
date would then be effective to meet a deadline set for response. 
Use of the certificate of mail or transmission is applicable to 
correspondence submitted by mail and correspondence trans- 
mitted by facsimile. If transmitted by facsimile, the person 
signing the certificate certifies the expectation that the transmis- 
sion would be initiated before midnight, local time. 

By way of example, a West Coast practitioner preparing a 
response on the last day of the period for response would have to 
use the § 1.8 certificate of mailing procedure or the § 1.10 
Express Mail procedure, for the response to be considered 
timely, if the correspondence was sent by way of the U. S. Postal 
Service. If the practitioner chose to send the correspondence by 
facsimile on the last day for response and the transmission was 
started before 9:00 p.m. Pacific time, but was completed after 
9:00 p.m. Pacific time, the Office would accord that correspon- 
dence a receipt date as of the next business day, which would be 
after the period for response expired because the Office would 
have received the correspondence after midnight Eastern time of 
the last day for response. However, if the practitioner affixed a 
certificate of transmission to the correspondence sent by fac- 
simile transmission, indicating that the correspondence was 
being transmitted on the last day in the period for response, then 
the correspondence would be considered timely filed. 
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As another example, a transmission started before midnight, 
Pacific time, on the last day for response and having a certificate 
of transmission affixed thereto, would be considered timely filed 
even though the transmission was completed after midnight, 
Pacific time and was received in the Office the day after the 
deadline for response. 

Comment: One comment suggested replacing “drawings” in § 
1.6(d)(4) with “formal drawings” for clarity. 

Response: The suggestion has not been adopted because the 
phrase “formal drawings” does not find support or antecedent 
basis in sections referred to in § 1.6(d)(4). 

Comment: One comment objected to the perceived requirement 
for a certificate of transmission in order for a facsimile-transmit- 
ted document to be accorded a date of receipt. 

Response: The receipt date accorded to correspondence eligible 
for facsimile transmission, whether containing a certificate of 
transmission or not, will be the date of receipt in the Office of the 
complete transmission (unless that date is a Saturday, Sunday, or 
Federal holiday within the District of Columbia, in which case 
the date accorded will be the next business day). The certificate 
of transmission, if used, is for purposes of establishing timely 
filing if the correspondence is transmitted within the period for 
response but is (1) received in the Office after expiration of the 
period for response, or (2) lost or (3) not received by the Office. 
Comment. One comment requested clarification as to what 
constituted a “complete transmission” as used in § 1.6(d). 
Response: The context in which the phrase “complete transmis- 
sion” was used in § 1.6(d) was to indicate that the transmission 
was finished. For example, if page | of a ten-page facsimile 
transmission is received in the Office at 11:55 p.m. on a Tuesday 
and page 10 ofthat transmission is received at 12:05 a.m. Wednes- 
day, the receipt date accorded to that correspondence will be the 
date of that Wednesday. (This example assumes that Wednesday 
is not a Federal holiday within the District of Columbia). 
Comment: One comment questioned whether a confirmation in 
the sender’s facsimile machine that the entire facsimile was 
received constituted sufficient proof that a transmission was 
complete. 

Response: A confirmation by the sender's facsimile machine is 
evidence that a transmission was made. As such, the confirma- 
tion will be considered together with any other evidence pre- 
sented when questions of filing by facsimile transmission arise. 
It is therefore suggested that a certificate of transmission be used 
to enable the sender to rely on the procedures set forth in § 1.8(b). 
Comment: One comment requested clarification as to what 
constituted an incomplete, faulty or illegible facsimile. Also, if 
an incomplete transmission was sent near the end of the period 
for response, will the sender be able to rely on the date the 
facsimile was initially transmitted, or would the sender have to 
rely on § 1.137 to revive the application if it became abandoned? 
Response: \f an incomplete, faulty or illegible facsimile trans- 
mission is received, that correspondence will be treated by the 
Office in the same manner that a comparably incomplete, faulty 
or illegible piece of correspondence would be treated if the 
correspondence were hand-delivered or mailed to the Office. 
Whether the application would be held abandoned upon receipt 
of an incomplete facsimile transmission or whether an opportu- 
nity would be provided to complete the transmission will be 
decided on a case-by-case basis using the same standards that are 
currently used - for example, for incomplete responses to Office 
actions, see § 1.135(c). 

Comment: One comment indicated that the proposed practice of 
not accepting papers related to international applications if 
transmitted by facsimile and the indication that papers transmit- 
ted by facsimile, when prohibited, may be disposed of is contrary 
to PCT practice wherein PCT expressly provides for facsimile 
transmission of such papers and when not acceptable, an oppor- 
tunity to correct is provided. 

Response: PCT does not mandate acceptance of facsimile trans- 
missions; it merely authorizes their acceptance. See PCT Rule 
92.4(h). Additionally, as indicated above, the suggestion that the 
Office permit facsimile transmission of correspondence relative 
to an already filed international application has been adopted to 
a large extent. 

There is no provision in PCT to provide an opportunity for 
correction when correspondence is filed by facsimile in spite of 
a refusal by a national Office to accept that type of correspon- 
dence by facsimile. As with national applications, the Office will 
attempt to notify senders whenever a facsimile transmission 
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received is of a type which the Office has not agreed to accept by 
facsimile. Senders are cautioned against submitting such corre- 
spondence by facsimile transmission since the correspondence 
will not be accorded a filing date or date of receipt in the Office. 
Comment: One comment suggested changing the phrase “Cer- 
tificate of Transfer” in § 1.8 to “Certificate of Transmittal” or 
“Certificate of Sending” because “transfer” typically implies 
transfer of ownership interest in patents or trademarks. 
Response: While each phrase has its own advantages and draw- 
backs, the suggestion will not be adopted. Nevertheless, in order 
to avoid confusion, this rulemaking leaves the old “Certificate of 
Mailing” intact, while adding “or Transmission” to include 
correspondence filed by facsimile transmission. 

Comment: In the notice of proposed rulemaking, it was recom- 
mended that the facsimile machine transmission report be re- 
tained by the sender along with the correspondence used as the 
original, as evidence of content and date of transfer. One com- 
ment indicated that the correspondence used as the original can 
only be retained using the older stand-alone type of facsimile 
machine, since there is no such physical document with the 
newer in-computer facsimile cards. 

Response: Section 1.4(d)(2) provides for submission of copies, 
e.g., by facsimile, of originals as defined in § 1.4(d)(1). Section 
1.4(d)(2) does not provide for transmission of unsigned corre- 
spondence from a computer. While § 1.4(d)(2) does not require 
the sender to retain the original, there may be occasions when the 
sender will have to document the date and content of a document 
previously filed by facsimile transmission. The recommenda- 
tion made in the notice of proposed rulemaking will apply to any 
situation where a paper document served as the original from 
which a facsimile was transmitted. If a facsimile transmission by 
using a computer is desired, a paper copy of the document to be 
transmitted may be printed out, signed and retained by the sender 
as evidence of content of the document transmitted. Once signed, 
if filing of a copy is permitted, the document could be scanned 
into the computer and facsimile transmitted to the Office. 
Comment: In proposed section 1.8(a)(1) published in the Federal 
Register, paragraphs (i) and (ii) were joined with the alternative 
“or” to indicate that correspondence could be filed by being 
deposited with the U. S. Postal Service or transmitted by fac- 
simile. This same section was published in the Official Gazette, 
by having paragraphs (i) and (ii) joined with the connective 
“and”. Numerous comments, received apparently from indi- 
viduals who saw the proposed rules in the Official Gazette, 
objected to the requirement that, in order to receive benefits 
under § 1.8, correspondence transmitted by facsimile also had to 
be mailed. 

Response: Section | .8(a)(1) as published in the Federal Register 
was correct, while the version published in the Official Gazette 
contained a typographical error. Hence, §§ 1.8(a)(1)(i) (A) and 
(B), as adopted in this rulemaking, make clear that the certificate 
of mailing or transmission practice will be applicable to corre- 
spondence mailed or sent by facsimile. The Office discourages 
the practice of having the same papers submitted by both meth- 
ods as this practice would result in unnecessary duplication of 
papers and processing requirements. 

Comment: One comment indicated that since all facsimile trans- 
missions include the date and time of the actual facsimile trans- 
mission, the Office should not require a certificate of transmis- 
sion, in order to get the benefit of an earlier filing date under § 
1.8(a), when correspondence is transmitted by facsimile. Re- 
sponse: The Office is concerned that some older machines may 
not print the date and time of the actual transmission. Further- 
more, even on the new machines the date and time printed by the 
sending unit may not always be correct, particularly after a 
temporary electrical disconnection, change in time, etc. Hence, 
for purposes of being considered timely filed, if the sender 
wishes to obtain the benefits of a date earlier than the date the 
complete transmission is received in the Office, the correspon- 
dence must include a certification in accordance with § 1.8(a). 
A suggested format for a Certificate of Mailing and a Certificate 
of Transmission under § 1.8, to be included with the correspon- 
dence, is reproduced below: 


Certificate of Mailing 


I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited 
with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as 
first class mail in an envelope addressed to: 
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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Signature 


Typed or printed name 
of person signing certificate 


Certificate of Transmission 


I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile 
transmitted to the Patent and Trademark Office: 


on 


Date Signature 


Typed or printed name 
of person signing certificate 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The rule changes are in conformity with the requirements of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et Seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The principal 
impact of these changes is to incorporate existing Office policy 
into the regulations, permit the filing of certain correspondence 
without an original signature and permit the filing of certain 
correspondence by facsimile transmission. 

The Office has determined that these rule changes are not 
major rules under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on 
the economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no 
major increase in costs or prices for consumers, individuals, 
industries, Federal, state or local government agencies, or geo- 
graphic regions because most of the changes reduce procedural 
burdens. There will be no significant effects on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based enterprises to compete with for- 
eign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

The Office has also determined that these changes have no 
Federalism implications affecting the relationship between the 
National Government and the States as outlined in Executive 
Order 12612. 

These rule changes contain collection-of-information require- 
ments subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S 
C. 3501 et seq., which have previously been approved by the 
Office of Management and Budget under Control Nos. 0651- 
0009 and 0651-0011. The public reporting burden for these 
collections of information for Certificates of Mailing or Trans- 
mission is estimated to average 0.1 hours each, including the 
time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, 
gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and 
reviewing the collections of information. Send comments re- 
garding these burden estimates, or any other aspect of these 
collections of information, including suggestions for reducing 
the burden, to Abraham Hershkovitz, Office of the Assistant 
Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, Washington, D.C. 20231, 
and to the Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office 
of Management and Budget, Washington, D.C. 20503 (ATTN: 
Paperwork Reduction Act Projects 0651-0009 and 0651-0011). 


List of Subjects 
37 CFR Part 1 
Administrative practice and procedure, Freedom of information, 


Inventions and patents, Reporting and record keeping require- 
ments. 
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37 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Lawyers, Trade- 
marks. 


37 CFR Part 10 


Administrative practice and procedure, Conflicts of interest, 
Courts, Inventions and patents, Lawyers. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 15 U.S.C. 1123 and 35 U.S.C. 6, parts 1, 
2 and 10 of title 37 of the Code of Federal Regulations are 
amended as set forth below: 


PART 1 - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 
1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read as 
follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. In Section 1.4, the title is revised and paragraphs (d) through 
(f) are added to read as follows: 


§ 1.4 Nature of correspondence and signature requirements. 


SREKE 


(d) Each piece of correspondence, except as provided in 
paragraphs (e) and (f) of this section, filed in a patent or trade- 
mark application, reexamination proceeding, patent or trade- 
mark interference proceeding, patent file or trademark registra- 
tion file, trademark opposition proceeding, trademark cancella- 
tion proceeding, or trademark concurrent use proceeding, which 
requires a person’s signature, must either: 

(1) be an original, that is, have an original signature person- 
ally signed in permanent ink by that person; or 

(2) be a copy, such as a photocopy or facsimile transmis- 
sion (§ 1.6(d)), of an original. In the event that a copy of the 
original is filed, the original should be retained as evidence of 
authenticity. If a question of authenticity arises, the Patent and 
Trademark Office may require submission of the original. 

(e) Correspondence requiring person’s signature and relating 
to registration to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office 
in patent cases, enrollment and disciplinary investigations, or 
disciplinary proceedings must be submitted with an 
original signature personally signed in permanent ink by that 
person. 

(f) When a document that is required by statute to be certified 
must be filed, a copy, including a photocopy or facsimile trans- 
mission, of the certification is not acceptable. 


3. Section 1.5(a) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.5 Identification of application, patent or registration. 


(a) No correspondence relating to an application should be 
filed prior to when notification of the application number is 
received from the Patent and Trademark Office. When a letter 
directed to the Patent and Trademark Office concerns a previ- 
ously filed application for a patent, it must identify on the top 
page in a conspicuous location, the application number (consist- 
ing of the series code and the serial number, e.g., 07/123,456), or 
the serial number and filing date assigned to that application by 
the Patent and Trademark Office, or the international application 
number of the international application. Any correspondence 
not containing such identification will be returned to the sender 
where a return address is available. Tne returned correspondence 
will be accompanied with a cover letter which will indicate to the 
sender that if the returned correspondence is resubmitted tw the 
Patent and Trademark Office within two weeks of the mail date 
on the cover letter, the original date of receipt of the correspon- 
dence will be considered by the Patent and Trademark Office as 
the date of receipt of the correspondence. Applicants may use 
either the Certificate of Mailing or Transmission procedure 
under § 1.8 or the Express Mail procedure under § 1.10 for 
resubmissions of returned correspondence if they desire to have 
the benefit of the date of deposit in the United States Postal 
Service. If the returned correspondence is not resubmitted within 
the two-week period, the date of receipt of resubmission will be 
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considered to be the date of receipt of the correspondence. The 
two-week period to resubmit the returned correspondence will 
not be extended. If for some reason returned correspondence is 
resubmitted with proper identification later than two weeks after 
the return mailing by the Patent and Trademark Office, the 
resubmitted correspondence will be accepted but given its date 
of receipt. In addition to the application number, all letters 
directed to the Patent and Trademark Office concerning applica- 
tions for patent should also state “PATENT APPLICATION,” 
the name of the applicant, the title of the invention, the date of - 
filing the same, and if known, the group art unit or other unit 
within the Patent and Trademark Office responsible for consid- 
ering the letter and the name of the examiner or other person to 
which it has been assigned. 


#EEEE 


4. In section 1.6, is revised, to read as follows: 
§ 1.6 Receipt of correspondence. 


(a) Date of receipt and Express Mail date of deposit. 
Correspondence received in the Patent and Trademark Office 
is stamped with the date of receipt except as follows: 

(1) No correspondence is received in the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office on Saturdays, Sundays or Federal holidays within 
the District of Columbia; 

(2) Correspondence filed in accordance with § 1.10 will be 
stamped with the date of deposit as “Express Mail” with the 
United States Postal Service unless the date of deposit is a 
Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holiday within the District of 
Columbia in which case the date stamped will be the next 
succeeding day which is not a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal 
holiday within the District of Columbia; 

(3) Correspondence transmitted by facsimile to the Patent 
and Trademark Office will be stamped with the date on which the 
complete transmission is received in the Patent and Trademark 
Office unless that date is a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holiday 
within the District of Columbia, in which case the date stamped 
will be the next succeeding day which is not a Saturday, Sunday, 
or Federal holiday within the District of Columbia. 


(b) Patent and Trademark Office Post Office pouch. 

Mail placed in the Patent and Trademark Office pouch up to 
midnight on any day, except Saturdays, Sundays and Federal 
holidays within the District of Columbia, by the post office at 
Washington, D.C., serving the Patent and Trademark Office, is 
considered as having been received in the Patent and Trademark 
Office on the day it was so placed in the pouch by the U.S. Postal 
Service. 

(c) Correspondence delivered by hand. 

In addition to being mailed, correspondence may be delivered 
by hand during hours the Office is open to receive correspon- 
dence. 

(d) Facsimile transmission. 

Except in the cases enumerated below, correspondence, in- 
cluding authorizations to charge a deposit account, may be 
transmitted by facsimile. The receipt date accorded to the corre- 
spondence will be the date on which the complete transmission 
is received in the Patent and Trademark Office, unless that date 
is a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal heliday within the District of 
Columbia. See § 1.6(a)(3). To facilitate proper processing, each 
transmission session should be limited to correspondence to be 
filed in a single application or other proceeding before the Patent 
and Trademark Office. The application number of a patent or 
trademark application, the control number of a reexamination 
proceeding, the interference number of an interference proceed- 
ing, the patent number of a patent, or the registration number of 
a trademark should be entered as a part of the sender’s identifi- 
cation on a facsimile cover sheet. Facsimile transmissions are not 
permitted and if submitted, will not be accorded a date of 
receipt,in the following situations: 

(1) Correspondence as specified in § 1.4(e), requiring an 
original signature; 

(2) Certified documents as specified in § 1.4(f); 

(3) Correspondence which cannot receive the benefit of the 
certificate of mailing or transmission as specified in § 
1.8(a)(2)(i)(A) through (D) and (F); 1.8 (a)(2)(ii)(A) and (D); and 
1.8 (a)(2)(i1i)(A); 
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(4) Drawings submitted under § § 1.81, 1.83 through 1.85, 
1.152, 1.165, 1.174, 1.437, 2.51, 2.52, or 2.72: 

(5) A request for reexamination under § 1.510; 

(6) Correspondence to be filed in a patent application 
subject to a secrecy order under § § 5.1 through 5.8 of this 
chapter and directly related to the secrecy order content of the 
application; 

(7) Requests for cancellation or amendment of a registra- 
tion under section 7(e) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1057(e); 
and certificates of registration surrendered for cancellation or 
amendment under section 7(e) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1057(e); 

(8) Correspondence to be filed with the Trademark Trial 
and Appeal Board, except the notice of ex parte appeal; 

(9) Correspondence to be filed in an interference proceed- 
ing which consists of a preliminary statement under § 1.621; a 
transcript of a deposition under § 1.676 or of interrogatories, 
cross-interrogatories, or recorded answers under § 1.684(c); or 
an evidentiary record and exhibits under § 1.653. 

(e) Interruptions in U.S. Postal Service. 

If interruptions or emergencies in the United States Postal 
Service which have been so designated by the Commissioner 
occur, the Patent and Trademark Office will consider as filed on 
a particular date in the Office any correspondence which is: 

(1) Promptly filed after the ending of the designated inter- 
ruption or emergency; and 

(2) Accompanied by a statement indicating that such cor- 
respondence would have been filed on that particular date if it 
were not for the designated interruption or emergency in the 
United States Postal Service. Such statement must be a verified 
statement if made by a person other than a practitioner as defined 
in § 10.1(r) of this chapter. 


5. Section 1.8 is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.8 Certificate of mailing or transmission. 


(a) Except in the cases enumerated in paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section, correspondence required to be filed in the Patent and 
Trademark Office within a set period of time will be considered 
as being timely filed if the procedure described in this section is 
followed. The actual date of receipt will be used for all other 
purposes. 

(1) Correspondence will be considered as being timely 
filed if: 


(i) the correspondence is mailed or transmitted prior to 
expiration of the set period of time by being: 

(A) deposited with the U.S. Postal Service 
with sufficient postage as first class mail addressed to the Com- 
missioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231; 
or 


(B) transmitted by facsimile to the Patent and Trade- 

mark Office in accordance with § 1.6(d); and 

(ii) the correspondence includes a certificate for each 
piece of correspondence stating the date of deposit or transmis- 
sion. The person signing the certificate should have reasonable 
basis to expect that the correspondence would be mailed or 
transmitted on or before the date indicated. 

(2) The procedure described in paragraph (a)(1) of this 
section does not apply to, and no benefit will be given to a 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission on the following: 

(i) Relative to Patents and Patent Applications 

A. The filing of a national patent application speci- 
fication and drawing or other correspondence for the purpose of 
obtaining an application filing date; 

B. The filing of correspondence in an interference 
which an examiner-in-chief orders to be filed by hand or “Ex- 
press Mail”; 

C. The filing of agreements between parties to an 
interference under 35 U.S.C. 135(c); 

D. The filing of an international application for 
patent; 

E. The filing of correspondence in an international 
application before the U.S. Receiving Office, the U.S. Interna- 
tional Searching Authority, or the U.S. International Preliminary 
Examining Authority; 

F. The filing of a copy of the international application 
and the basic national fee necessary to enter the national stage, 
as specified in § 1.494(b) or § 1.495(b). 
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(ii) Relative to Trademark Registrations and Trademark 
Applications 

A. The filing of a trademark application; 

B. The filing of an affidavit showing that a mark is 
still in use or containing an excuse for nonuse under section 8 (a) 
or (b) or section 12(c) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1058(a), 
1058(b), 1062(c); 

C. The filing of an application for renewal of a 
registration under section 9 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1059; 

D. The filing of a petition to cancel a registration of 
a mark under section 14, subsection (1) or (2) of the Trademark 
Act, 15 U.S.C. 1064; 

E. In an application under section 1(b) of the Trade- 
mark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), the filing of an amendment to 
allege use in commerce under section I(c) of the Trademark Act, 
15 U.S.C. 1051(c); or the filing of a statement of use under 
section 1(d)(1) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(1); 

F. In an application under section |(b) of the Trade- 
mark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), the filing of a request under section 
1(d)(2) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(2), for an 
extension of time to file a statement of use under section I(d)(1) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(1). 

(iii) Relative to Disciplinary Proceedings 

A. Correspondence filed in connection with a disci- 
plinary proceeding under Part 10 of this chapter. 

B. Reserved. 

(b) In the event that correspondence is considered timely filed 
by being mailed or transmitted in accordance with paragraph (a) 
of this section, but not received in the Patent and Trademark 
Office, and the application is held to be abandoned or the 
proceeding dismissed, terminated, or decided with prejudice, the 
correspondence will be considered timely if the party who 
forwarded such correspondence: 

(1) informs the Office of the previous mailing or transmis- 
sion of the correspondence promptly after becoming aware that 
the Office has no evidence of receipt of the correspondence, 

(2) supplies an additional copy of the previously mailed or 
transmitted correspondence and certificate, and 

(3) includes a statement which attests on a personal knowl- 
edge basis or to the satisfaction of the Commissioner to the 
previous timely mailing or transmission. Such statement must be 
a verified statement if made by a person other than a practitioner 
as defined in § 10.1(r) of this chapter. If the correspondence was 
sent by facsimile transmission, a copy of the sending unit’s 
report confirming transmission may be used to support this 
statement. 

(c) The Office may require additional evidence to determine 
if the correspondence was timely filed. 


6. Section 1.304 paragraphs (a) and (c) are revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.304 Time for appeal or civil action. 


(a)(1) The time for filing the notice of appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit (§ 1.302) or for commencing 
a civil action (§ 1.303) is two months from the date of the 
decision of the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. If a 
request for reconsideration or modification of the decision is 
filed within the time period provided under § 1.197(b) or § 
1.658(b), the time for filing an appeal or commencing a civil 
action shall expire two months after action on the request. In 
interferences, the time for filing a cross-appeal or cross-action 
expires: 

(i) 14 days after service of the notice of appeal or the 
summons and complaint, or 

(ii) Two months after the date of decision of the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences, whichever is later. 

(a)(2) The time periods set forth in this section are not subject 
to the provisions of § § 1.136, 1.550(c) or § 1.645 (a) or 

(b). (a)(3) The Commissioner may extend the time for filing an 
appeal or commencing a civil action: 

(i) For good cause shown if requested in writing before 
the expiration of the period for filing an appeal or commencing 
a civil action, or 

(ii) Upon written request after the expiration of the 
period for filing an appeal or commencing a civil action upon a 
showing that the failure to act was the result of excusable neglect. 
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(c) If a defeated party to an interference has taken an appeal to 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit and an adverse 
party has filed notice under 35 U.S.C. 141 electing to have all 
further proceedings conducted under 35 U.S.C. 146 (§1.303(c)), 
the time for filing a civil action thereafter is specified in 35 U.S.C. 
141. The time for filing a cross-action expires 14 days after 
service of the summons and complaint. 


7. Section 1.366(b) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.366 Submission of maintenance fees. 


KKK AK 


(b) A maintenance fee and any necessary surcharge submitted 
for a patent must be submitted in the amount due on the date the 
maintenance fee and any necessary surcharge are paid and may 
be paid in the manner set forth in §1.23 or by an authorization to 
charge a deposit account established pursuant to §1.25. Payment 
of a maintenance fee and any necessary surcharge or the autho- 
rization to charge a deposit account must be submitted within the 
periods set forth in §1.362 (d), (e) or (f). Any payment or 
authorization of maintenance fees and surcharges filed at any 
other time will not be accepted and will not serve as a payment 
of the maintenance fee except insofar as a delayed payment of 
the maintenance fee is accepted by the Commissioner in an 
expired patent pursuant to a petition filed under §1.378. Any 
authorization to charge a deposit account must authorize the 
immediate charging of the maintenance fee and any necessary 
surcharge to the deposit account. Payment of less than the 
required amount, payment in a manner other than that set forth 
in §1.23, or the filing of an authorization to charge a deposit 
account having insufficient funds will not constitute payment of 
a maintenance fee or surcharge on a patent. The certificate 
procedures of either § 1.8 or § 1.10 may be utilized in paying 
maintenance fees and any necessary surcharges. 


8EEEE 


8. Section 1.741, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.741 Filing date of application. 


(a) The filing date of an application for extension of patent 
term is the date on which a complete application is received in the 
Patent and Trademark Office or filed pursuant to the “Certificate 
of Mailing or Transmission” provisions of 37 CFR 1.8 or “Ex- 
press Mail” provisions of 37 CFR 1.10. 


SEEK 


PART 2- RULES OF PRACTICE IN TRADEMARK CASES 


9. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 2 continues to read as 
follows: 


Authority: 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


10. Section 2.145 is amended by revising Paragraphs C(3) and 
D(1) to read as follows: 


§ 2.145 Appeal to Court and Civil Action. 


SEES 


(c) *** 

(3) Any adverse party to an appeal taken to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit by a defeated party in an inter 
partes proceeding may file a notice with the Commissioner 
within twenty days after the filing of the defeated party’s notice 
of appeal to the court (paragraph (b) of this section), electing to 
have all further proceedings conducted as provided in section 
21(b) of the Act. The notice of election must be served as 
provided in § 2.119. 


SEES 


(d) Time for appeal or civil action. 
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(1) The time for filing the notice of appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit (paragraph (b) of this section), 
or for commencing a civil action (paragraph (c) of this section), 
is two months from the date of the decision of the Trademark 
Trial and Appeal Board or the Commissioner, as the case may be. 
If a request for rehearing or reconsideration or modification of 
the decision is filed within the time specified in § § 2.127(b), 
2.129(c) or § 2.144, or within any extension of time granted 
thereunder, the time for filing an appeal or commencing a civil 
action shall expire two months after action on the request. In inter 
partes cases, the time for filing a cross-action or a notice of a 
cross-appeal expires (i) 14 days after service of the notice of 
appeal or the summons and complaint; or 

(ii) two months from the date of the decision of the 
Trademark 
Trial and Appeal Board or the Commissioner, whichever is later. 


EERE 


11. Section 2.165(a)(1) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 2.165 Reconsideration of Affidavit or Declaration 


(a)(1) If the affidavit or declaration filed pursuant to § 2.162 
is insufficient or defective, the affidavit or declaration will be 
refused and the registrant will be notified of the reason. Recon- 
sideration of the refusal may be requested within six months 
from the date of the mailing of the action. The request for 
reconsideration must state the grounds for the request. A supple- 
mental or substitute affidavit or declaration required by section 
8 of the Act of 1946 cannot be considered unless it is filed before 
the expiration of six years from the date of the registration or 
from the date of publication under section 12(c) of the Ac*. The 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission” procedure provided by 
§1.8 does not apply to affidavits or declarations or to supplemen- 
tal or substitute affidavits or declarations filed under section 8(a) 
or (b) of the Act, but the certificate by “Express Mail” procedure 
provided by § 1.10 does apply thereto. 


EEEEE 





PART 10- REPRESENTATION OF OTHERS BEFORE THE 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


12. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 10 continues to read 
as follows: 
Authority: 5 U.S.C. 500; 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, 31, 3241. 


13. Section 10.18, is revised to read as follows: 
§ 10.18 Signature and certificate of practitioner. 


(a) Except where a copy, including a photocopy or facsimile 
transmission, of a personally signed piece of correspondence is 
permitted to be filed pursuant to § 1.4 of this chapter, every piece 
of correspondence filed by a practitioner on behalf of himself or 
herself or representing an applicant or a party to a proceeding in 
the Patent and Trademark Office must bear an original signature 
personally signed in permanent ink by such practitioner except 
for correspondence which is required to be signed by the appli- 
cant or party. The signature of a practitioner on correspondence 
filed by the practitioner, regardless of whether the correspon- 
dence has an original signature or is a copy, including a photo- 
copy or facsimile transmission, of correspondence bearing an 
original signature, constitutes a certificate that: 

(1) The correspondence has been read by the practitioner; 

(2) The filing of the correspondence is authorized; 

(3) To the best of practitioner’s knowledge, information, 
and belief, there is good ground to support the correspondence, 
including any allegations of improper conduct contained or 
alleged therein; and 

(4) The correspondence is not interposed for delay. 

(b) Any practitioner knowingly violating the provisions of this 
section is subject to disciplinary action. See § 10.23(c)(15). 


14. Section 10.23, paragraph (c)(9), is revised to read as follows: 


§ 10.23 Misconduct 


RK 
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iss 
(9) Knowingly misusing a “Certificate of Mailing or Trans- 
mission” under § 1.8 of this chapter or a certificate of “Express 
Mail” under § 1.10 of this chapter. 


EEEEE 


Oct. 15, 1993 
BRUCE A. LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce 
and Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1 
[Docket No. 920666-2275] 
RIN 0651-AA59 


Changes in Practice Relating to Filing Patent Applications 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Final Rule. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent cases to provide a uniform 
practice with respect to filing an oath or declaration and filing 
fees in continuing applications. 

Effective Date: Jan. 4, 1993. These rules will be applicable to all 
papers and applications filed with the Office on or after the 
effective date. 

For Further Information Contact: Jeffrey V. Nase by telephone 
at (703) 305-9282 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents, 
Box DAC, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: Ina Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register (S57 FR 31344) on July 15, 
1992, and in the Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette 
(1141 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 9) on Aug. 4, 1992, the Office 
proposed to amend § 1.60. The due date for submitting written 
comments was extended to Sept. 10, 1992, in an Extension of 
Comment Period published in the Federal Register (S57 FR 
38640) on Aug. 26, 1992. 

One comment was received. The comment favored adoption 
of the proposed rule changes. 

A continuation or divisional application filed under § 1.60 did 
not receive a filing date until a complete copy of the prior 
application was filed, including a true copy of the oath or 
declaration. Since the Office is in possession of the oath or 
declaration of the prior application, § 1.60 is being modified to 
be consistent with §§ 1.53 and 1.62 by permitting filing of a true 
copy of the oath or declaration within a time specified in a notice 
of missing parts mailed by the Office. 

The specific revisions are discussed below: 


(1) Correction of inventorship (§ 1.48) 


Section 1.48(a) is amended to replace the designation by 
letter of various requirements therein with numbered designa- 
tions so as to avoid confusion when making reference to this 
section. 


(2) Procedures for completing applications filed under 
§1.60 


Section 1.60 outlines one of the procedures that may be 
followed by applicants to file a continuation or divisional 
application. One of the requirements under this section is that 
applicants file a true copy of the complete parent application as 
filed, including the oath or declaration. Paragraph (c) of 
this section had specified that a filing date would not be granted 
if applicant failed to file a complete application under this 
section. When the missing item was filed, a filing date 
was granted as of the date of receipt of the missing item. 
Practice under § 1.60 is being modified to be similar to the 
procedures for filing continuing applications under § 1.53(d) 
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and continuation-in-part applications under § 1.62. More 
specifically, a new paragraph (d) is added in § 1.60 to indicate 
that if an application filed pursuant to § 1.60(b) is otherwise 
complete, but does not include the appropriate filing fee or a true 
copy of the oath or declaration from the prior complete applica- 
tion, a filing date will be granted. The copy of the oath or 
declaration, as well as payment of the appropriate filing fee must 
be submitted within a time period specified in a notice of missing 
parts mailed by the Office. In a manner similar to the practice 
under §§ 1.53(d) and 1.62(d), the appropriate oath or declaration 
and/or filing fee as well as the surcharge set forth in § 1.16(e) 
must be filed within the time period specified in the notice of 
missing parts in order to avoid abandonment of the application. 
Paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section are amended to make 
reference to the exception specified in paragraph (d) discussed 
above. 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The rule change is in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seqg.), Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The principal 
impact of these changes is to accord a filing date to certain 
continuing applications which, through oversight, fail to include 
certain papers which can be submitted after the filing date. 

The Office has determined that this rule change is not a major 
rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on the 
economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no major 
increase in costs or prices for consumers; individuals; industries; 
Federal, state or local government agencies; or geographic 
regions most of the changes reduce procedural burdens. There 
will be no significant adverse effects on competition, employ- 
ment, investment, productivity, innovation, or on the ability of 
the United States-based enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

The Office has also determined that this notice has no Feder- 
alism implications affecting the relationship between the Na- 
tional Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

The rule change will not impose a burden under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq., since no record 
keeping or reporting requirements within the coverage of the Act 
are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Freedom of informa- 
tion, Inventions and patents, Reporting and record keeping 
requirements. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 35 U.S.C. 6, part | of title 37 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations is amended as set forth below. 


PART 1 - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | would continue to 
read as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.48, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.48 Correction of inventorship 


(a) if the correct inventor or inventors are not named in an 
application for patent through error without any deceptive inten- 
tion on the part of the actual inventor or inventors, the application 
may be amended to name only the actual inventor or inventors. 
Such amendment must be diligently made and must be accom- 
panied by: 
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(1) a petition including a statement of facts verified by the 
original named inventor or inventors establishing when the error 
without deceptive intention was discovered and how it occurred; 

(2) an oath or declaration by each actual inventor or inven- 
tors as required by § 1.63; 

(3) the fee set forth in § 1.17(h); and 

(4) the written consent of any assignee. 

When the application is involved in an interference, the petition 
shall comply with the requirements of this section and shall be 
accompanied by a motion under § 1.634. 


eee E 


3. In Section 1.60, paragraphs (b) and (c) are revised and 
paragraph (d) is added to read as follows: 


§ 1.60 Continuation or divisional application for invention 
disclosed in a prior application. 


HEEEE 


(b) An applicant may omit signing of the oath or declaration 
in a continuation or divisional application (filed under the con- 
ditions specified in 35 U.S.C. 120 and 121 and § 1.78(a)) if: 

(1) the prior application was a complete application as set 
forth in § 1.51(a), 

(2) applicant indicates that the application is being filed 
pursuant to this section and files a true copy of the prior complete 
application as filed including the specification (with claims), 
drawings, oath or declaration showing the signature or an indi- 
cation it was signed, and any amendments referred to in the oath 
or declaration filed to complete the prior application, 

(3) the inventors named in the continuation or divisional 
application are the same or less than all the inventors named in 
the prior application, and 

(4) the application is filed before the patenting or abandon- 
ment of or termination of proceedings on the prior application. 
The copy of the prior application must be accompanied by a 
statement that the application papers filed are a true copy of the 
prior application and that no amendments referred to in the oath 
or declaration filed to complete the prior application introduced 
new matter therein. Such statement must be by the applicant or 
applicant’s attorney or agent and must be a verified statement if 
made by a person not registered to practice before the Patent and 
trademark Office. Only amendments reducing the number of 
claims or adding a reference to the prior application (2 1.78(a)) 
will be entered before calculating the filing fee and granted the 
filing date. If the continuation or divisional application is filed 
by less than all the inventors named in the prior application, a 
statement must accompany the application when filed request- 
ing deletion of the names of the person or persons who are not 
inventors of the invention being claimed in the continuation or 
divisional application. Except as provided in paragraph (d) of 
this section, if a true copy of the prior application as filed is not 
filed with the application or if the statement that the application 
papers are a true copy is omitted, the application will not be given 
a filing date earlier than the date upon which the copy and 
statement are filed, unless a petition with the fee set forth in § 
1.17(i)(1) is filed which satisfactorily explains the delay in filing 
these items. 

(c) if an application filed pursuant to paragraph (b) of this 
section is incomplete for reasons other than those specified in 
paragraph (d) of this section, applicant will be notified and given 
a time period within which to complete the application in order 
to obtain a filing date as of the date of filing the omitted item 
provided the omitted item is filed before the patenting or aban- 
donment of or termination or proceedings on the prior applica- 
tion. If the omission is not corrected within the time period set, 
the application will be returned or otherwise disposed of; the fee, 
if submitted, will be refunded less the handling fee set forth in § 
1.21(n) 

(d) If an application filed pursuant to paragraph (b) of this 
section is otherwise complete, but does not include the appropri- 
ate filing fee or a true copy of the oath or declaration from the 
prior complete application, showing the signature or an indica- 
tion it was signed, a filing date will be granted and applicant will 
be so notified and given a period of time within which to file the 
fee, or the true copy of the oath or declaration and to pay the 
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surcharge as set forth in § 1.16(e) in order to prevent abandon- 
ment of the application. The notification pursuant to this para- 
graph may be made simultaneously with any notification pursu- 
ant to paragraph (c) of this section. 


Dec. 2, 1992 DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Acting Assistant Secretary and Acting 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 


[1145 OG 377] 


Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1 
Changes in Patent Drawing Standards 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice regarding patent drawings to adopt 
international standards and to eliminate unnecessary require- 
ments. The Office is amending the rules to provide clarification 
and adopt international standards; to delete the reference to 
changes by bonded draftsmen since the Office will no longer 
release drawings from patent applications and to include the 
option of submitting black and white photographs in lieu of black 
ink drawings. 

Effective Date: October 1, 1993. These rules will be applicable 
to all drawings and papers filed with the Office on or after the 
effective date. 

For Further Information Contact: Richard A. Bawcombe by 
telephone at (703) 305-8594, by mail marked to his attention 
addressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231, or by facsimile transmission to his 
attention at (703) 305-4372. 

Supplementary Information: Ina Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register (57 FR 42721) on September 
16, 1992, and in the Patent and Trademark Office Official 
Gazette (1143 Off. Gaz. Pat Office 13) on Oct. 6, 1992, the Office 
proposed to amend the rules of practice in patent drawings. 
Drawings acceptable for patent applications filed outside of the 
United States are not always acceptable in a patent application 
filed in the United States. Therefore, the rules relating to drawing 
requirements are being amended to enable the Office, when 
appropriate, to accept drawings that are capable of clear repro- 
duction for the printing of any resulting patent. Drawings in 
compliance with the old §1.84 will be in compliance with the 
new §1.84. 


An oral hearing was not conducted. However, six written 
comments were submitted. 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


The comments received in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking have been given careful consideration and several of 
the suggested modifications have been adopted. 

Another modification, since the “Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking,” is under §1.84 wherein five sets of drawings were 
required, but the total has been decreased to three sets due to a 
reassessment of the need for the additional copies for Office use. 
The comments and responses are discussed below. 

Comment: Three comments were received regarding the pro- 
posed changes within §1.84(b). Three other comments were 
received regarding the proposed changes to §1.165. All six 
comments suggested that the Office continue to accept mounted 
photographs. 

Response: The Office will adopt the suggestion and continue to 
accept mounted photographs for utility, design, and plant patent 
applications. The initial reason the Office sought to change the 
rule was to overcome the problem of mounted photographs 
becoming detached and separated from the file. The apparent 
burden to applicants associated with the Office not accepting 
mounted photographs is the reason the Office will continue to 
permit mounted photographs provided they are permanently 
affixed. 
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Several of the commenters mentioned that they have never 
had problems with mounted photographs. As commentary on 
these remarks, it is not the person filing the drawings who would 
have problems with mounted photographs; it is the Office. And, 
indeed, the Office has, in the past, experienced problems with 
mounted photographs coming loose from the paper they are 
mounted on. When this happens, the photographs can become 
displaced from the file and lost. This has occurred many times, 
leading to frustration and wasted effort on the part of many 
practitioners, as well as on the part of Office personnel. If 
mounted photographs are to be used, they must be mounted in 
such a way that they cannot become loose from the bristol board 
to which they are mounted. 

Comment: Two of the comments regarding 1.84(b) also men- 
tioned that the proposed rules would not allow more than one 
figure on each sheet of drawings where photographs are being 
used, and sought relief from this proposed change. 

Response: Since the Office will continue to accept mounted 
photographs, the Office will also accept sheets of drawings 
where more than one photograph appears on the drawing sheet 
provided that all other drawing requirements are met. 
Comment: Two of the comments suggested that the Office not 
require photographs to be on A4 size paper. 

Response: The Office will adopt the suggestion. The Office will 
accept photographs on one of the four paper sizes specified in 
§1.84(f), as long as all sheets are the same size. 

Comment: Regarding §1.84(f), one comment suggested that the 
Office permit use of an additional size of paper, i.e., 21.6 cm. by 
27.9 cm. (8 1/2 by 11 inches). 

Response: The Office will adopt the suggestion. The adoption of 
the suggestion to add an additional paper size under §1.84(f), 
results in the need for an additional margin size. Therefore, an 
additional paragraph is added to §1.84(g) to state that “On 21.6 
cm. by 27.9 cm. (8 1/2 by 11 inch) drawing sheets, each 
sheet must include a top margin of 2.5 cm. (1 inch) and 
bottom and side margins of .64 cm. (1/4 inch) from the edges, 
thereby leaving a sight precisely 20.3 by 24.8 cm. (8 by 9 3/4 
inches).” 

Comment: Regarding 1.84(p)(3), one comment suggested liber- 
alization for drawings which include typewritten subject matter, 
such as gene or protein sequences that consist predominantly of 
letters, sometimes with underlining and boxes around them. 
Other situations cited were graphs and photographs of gels, 
which often appear in biotechnological inventions, which in- 
clude typed matter as legends. 

Response: The suggestion has not been adopted because letters 
need to stand at the designated height to maintain legibility when 
reductions become necessary to accommodate the various pho- 
tocomposed products. 

Comment: Regarding §1.84(w), one comment mentioned that 
correction fluid is not permanent and has a tendency to flake and 
fall from the surface it covers. 

Response: Section 1.84(w) permits correction fluid to be used 
provided the correction fluid is durable and permanent. If correc- 
tion fluid is used on drawings submitted to the Office, the 
applicant will be required by the Office to correct the drawings 
if the correction fluid becomes loose before the patent printing 
process is completed. 

Comment: One comment suggested that § 1.152 was improper in 
permitting either ink drawings or photographs to be submitted 
with an application for a design patent, but not both, and in 
requiring any photographs submitted to show only the design 
claimed and none of the environment in which it is used. The 
comment argued that prohibition against using both ink draw- 
ings and photographs is inconsistent with 35 U.S.C. 112. Under 
that section of the statute, a design patent application must 
disclose the invention “in such full, clear, concise, and exact 
terms as enable any person skilled in the art ... to make and use” 
the invention and “set forth the best mode contemplated by the 
inventor of carrying out his invention.” 

Response: Section 1.152 is consistent with 35 U.S.C. 112. The 
introduction of both photographs and ink drawings in a design 
application would result in a high probability of inconsistencies 
between corresponding elements on the ink drawings as com- 
pared with the photographs. However, if special circumstances 
warrant use of both ink drawings and photographs, applicant can 
file a petition under §1.183 to permit both in a design application 
if such drawings do not introduce inconsistencies between the 
views. 
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DISCUSSION OF SPECIFIC SECTIONS CHANGED OR 
ADDED: 


Section |.17(h) is amended to include a reference to §1.84 for 
accepting color drawings or photographs in utility patent appli- 
cations. 

Section |.19(a)(3) is amended tochange the citation of §1.84(p) 
to §1.84(a)(2) in view of the amendments to §1 84. 

Section 1.71(d) is amended to change the citation of §1.84(0) 
to §1.84(s) in view of the amendments to §1.84. 

Section 1.84 is revised as follows: 


(a) Drawings. This paragraph is added to classify drawings 
into two categories, i.e., black ink and color, and deletes the 
limitation that the use of white pigment to cover lines is not 
normally acceptable. The black ink drawing requirements are 
amended to allow computer-generated drawings to be accepted 
subject to the same standards applied to all black ink drawings. 
Color drawing requirements are moved from §1.84(p) to §1.84(a). 
Color drawings may be acceptable upon the granting of a petition 
filed under this paragraph explaining why the color drawings are 
necessary. A petition is required because the special handling 
necessary for color drawings is time consuming and the Office 
cannot permit such a special procedure except in extenuating 
circumstances. Since utility patents are not printed in color, 3 sets 
of color drawings are necessary for proper distribution within the 
Office. One color set will be attached to the Letters Patent for 
routing to the applicant. The remaining two color sets wil! be 
routed to (1) the patent file, and (2) the Office of Publication and 
Dissemination, Patent and Trademark Copy Sales, for copy- 
ing purposes when a copy in color of a utility patent con- 
taining a color drawing, as provided for in §119(a)(3), is re- 
quested. 

(b) Photographs. This paragraph permits the acceptance of 
photographs upon granting of an applicant's petition. The Office 
will accept black and white and color photographs or photomi- 
crographs (not photolithographs or other reproductions of pho- 
tographs made by using screens) developed on double weight 
photographic paper or permanently mounted on bristol board, in 
lieu of ink drawings. The photographs must be of sufficient 
quality so that all details in the drawing are reproducible in the 
printed patent. 

(c) Identification of drawings. This paragraph permits an 
applicant to provide proper identification information on the 
reverse side of each sheet of drawings. The identification infor- 
mation allows the Office to match drawing sheets with the proper 
application. The identification information should include the 
application number, if known, or the title of the invention, 
inventor's name, docket number (if any), and name and tele- 
phone number of the person to call if the drawings cannot be 
matched to the proper patent application. The Office will not 
object if identifying information is not present; however, if the 
drawings become separated, it will be virtually impossible for 
the Office to match the drawings with the application. This 
paragraph is restructured from previous §1.84(1) and revised to 
state that the preferred placement of the information is on the 
back side of the drawing sheets. 

(d) Graphic forms in drawings. This paragraph is added to set 
standards for chemical and mathematical formulae to align 
Office standards for formulae, tables, and waveforms with inter- 
national standards. 

(e) Type of paper. This paragraph is a revision of previous §1 
84(a) to set forth the requirements for the type of paper to be used 
for drawings, including the type of paper for photographs. 

(f) Size of paper. This paragraph clarifies Office requirements 
set forth in previous §1.84(b) and permits one additional size of 
paper, i.e., 21.6 cm. by 27.9 cm. (8 1/2 by 11 inches) for 
drawings. 

(g) Margins. This paragraph is restructured from previous 
§1.84(b) to indicate how the size of the paper changes the margin 
requirements. The Office will accept four sizes of paper, how- 
ever, the sight (i.e. the usable surface) is the same for two of the 
paper sizes, i.e., 21.6 cm. by 33.1 cm. (8 1/2 by 13 inches), and 
21.6 cm. by 35.6 cm. (8 1/2 by 14 inches). The sight is 17 0 cm. 
by 26.2 cm. for DIN size A4 paper. The sight is 20.3 cm. by 24.8 
cm. (8 by 9 3/4 inches) for the added paper size of 21.6 cm. by 
27.9 cm. (8 1/2 by 11 inches). 

(h) Views. This paragraph is added to reformat previous 
§1.84(i) to provide a logical arrangement of the different views 
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provided in the rules, to revise the standards for purposes of 
clarification, to include the standard for waveforms to show the 
relative timing, to provide clearer language relative to hatching 
shown on drawings, to set forth the standard for depicting 
hatching in sectional views as regularly spaced parallel oblique 
strokes which precludes use of cross-hatching strokes, and to 
include requirements pertaining to alternate positions. In addi- 
tion, both Roman and Arabic numerals are acceptable to desig- 
nate the section being illustrated. 

(i) Arrangement of views. This paragraph is relocated from 
previous §1.84(j) and revised to incorporate international stan- 
dards. In addition, this paragraph is changed and broadened to 
provide for placement of words on drawings. One view is not to 
be superimposed within the outline of another. The changes 
expand the possibilities for presenting graphs to conform to 
standard scientific conventions, while using a format which is 
compatible with automated patent searching displays. See 1121 
Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 54 (Dec. 25, 1990) and 1129 Off. Gaz. Pat. 
Office 22 (Aug. 13, 1991). 

(j) View for Official Gazette. This paragraph is relocated from 
previous §1.84(k). 

(k) Scale. This paragraph is relocated from previous §1.84(e) 
and §1.84(i) and revised to indicate that the words “actual size” 
or “scale 1/2” on the drawings are not permitted since the 
meaning is lost in reduction/enlargement. The paragraph pro- 
vides that elements of the same view must be in proportion to 
each other, unless a difference in proportion is indispensable for 
the clarity of the view. As a preferred alternative to a difference 
in proportion within one view for the purpose of achieving the 
necessary clarity, a supplementary view may be added giving a 
larger-scale illustration of an element from the initial view. 
When a supplementary view is included, it is recommended that 
the enlarged element shown in the second view be surrounded by 
a finely drawn or “dot-dash” circle in the first view pinpointing 
its location, without obscuring the view. 

(1) Character of lines, numbers, and letters. This paragraph is 
relocated from previous §1.84(c) and revised to indicate that 
lines and strokes of different thicknesses may be used in the same 
drawing where different thicknesses have different meanings. In 
addition, this paragraph is changed and broadened to allow 
drawings to be made by any process which will give them 
satisfactory reproduction characteristics. 

(m) Shading. This paragraph is changed and broadened to 
expand definitions for shading and deletes the limitation that 
drawings transmitted to the Office should be sent flat, protected 
by a sheet of heavy binder's board, or rolled for transmission in 
a suitable mailing tube. This change provides the individual 
practitioner with greater discretion on how to send drawings. In 
addition, this paragraph is relocated from previous §1.84(d) to 
separate shading requirements from hatching requirements by 
stating that shading may be used to indicate the surface or shape 
of spherical, cylindrical, and conical elements of an object, and 
that spaced lines are preferred for shading purposes. Solid black 
areas are not permitted, except when used to represent bar graphs 
or color. 

(n) Symbols. This paragraph is relocated from previous § 1.84(g) 
to separate symbols requirements from legends requirements 
and enlarges the number of acceptable symbols. Known devices 
should be illustrated by symbols which have a universally- 
recognized meaning, and which are generally accepted in the art, 
provided no further detail is essential for understanding the 
subject matter of the claimed invention. Symbols which are not 
universally recognized may be used if they are not likely to be 
confused with existing conventional symbols and if they are 
readily identifiable, subject to approval by the Examiner. 

(o) Legends. This paragraph is relocated from previous § 1 .84(g) 
to separate legends requirements from symbols requirements 
and revised to integrate international standards. Where text 
matter is (1) deemed indispensable for understanding the draw- 
ing or (2) may be required by the Examiner, a minimum of words 
should be used. While such requirement by the Examiner was not 
contained in the “Notice of Proposed Rulemaking,” it was 
contained in former §1.84(g). Words should not be used to 
describe the figure itself, such as “this is a bar graph.” All text 
legends are subject to approval by the examiner. 

(p) Numbers, letters, and reference characters. This paragraph 
is relocated from previous §1.84(f) and revised to include num- 
bers and letters in the heading formerly designated “reference 
characters.” This section has been reformatted into five subsec- 
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tions and revised to integrate international standards, where 
possible. Although the Latin alphabet is used in the international 
standard, the Office takes the view that the English alphabet is 
more universally acceptable for letters, except where another 
alphabet is customarily used, such as the Greek alphabet to 
indicate angles, wavelengths, and mathematical formulae. In 
addition, the characters used must be oriented in the same 
direction as the view so as to avoid having to rotate the sheet. 
Reference characters should be so arranged to follow the profile 
of the object depicted. See | 121 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 54 (Dec. 25, 
1990) and 1129 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 22 (Aug. 13, 1991). 

(q) Lead lines. This paragraph is added to integrate interna- 
tional standards, to incorporate brief language which appears in 
previous §1.84(f), and to change and expand the definition for 
lead lines. Lead lines are those lines between the reference 
characters and the details referred to, and they must be executed 
in the same way as other lines in the drawing. 

(r) Arrows. This paragraph is relocated from previous § 1.84(g) 
and revised to indicate the meaning of the use of arrows, and to 
show that they may be used at the end of lead lines only if their 
meaning is clear. 

(s) Copyright or mask work notice. This paragraph is relocated 
from previous §1.84(o). 

(t) Numbering of sheets of drawings. This paragraph is relo- 
cated from previous §1.84(n) and changed and broadened to 
allow for the placement of sheet numbers within the sight of the 
drawing. It is preferable that the sheets be numbered with two 
Arabic numerals placed on either side of an oblique line, with the 
first number being the sheet number and the second the total 
number of sheets of drawings. 

(u) Numbering of views. This paragraph is relocated from 
previous §1.84(i) and, for clarity, is separately identified in this 
new section. Use of the abbreviation “FIG.” must precede all 
view numbers. 

(v) Security markings. This paragraph is relocated from pre- 
vious §1.84(1) to provide that security markings may be placed 
on the drawings if they are outside the sight and preferably 
centered in the top margin. 

(w) Corrections. This paragraph is added to provide that any 
corrections made on drawings submitted to the Office must be 
durable and permanent. The language is revised from previous 
1.84(a) which prohibited the use of white pigment to cover lines. 

(x) Holes. This paragraph is relocated from previous §1.84(b) 
to permit two holes to be punched in the top margin of the 
drawings with their center lines spaced 7.0 cm. (2 3/4 inches) 
apart. 


Section 1.88 is removed and reserved since the changes 
effective January 1, 1991, in §1.85(b) make the regulation 
regarding the transfer of drawings unnecessary. Since the Office 
no longer releases drawings from patent applications, applicants 
are generally retaining the master copy of the drawings. Accord- 
ingly, applicants can easily file a copy of drawings in an appli- 
cation and therefore eliminate the need for the Office to transfer 
drawings. Any situations which present a hardship to applicants 
may be accommodated by the filing of a petition under §1.182 
requesting the transfer of the drawings. 

Section 1.123 prescribes procedures for amending drawings. 
With the adoption of new rules for amending drawings effective 
January 1, 1989, the Office no longer requires the submission of 
formal drawings upon filing a patent application. See 1097 Off. 
Gaz. Pat. Office 36 (Dec. 13, 1988). Since corrections are the 
responsibility of the applicant, the original drawing(s) should be 
retained by the applicant for future correction, if necessary. 

As a result of adoption of the new rules in 1989 relating to 
drawings, the Office will no longer release to applicants, bonded 
drafting companies or others, drawings from patent applications. 
Effective January 1, 1991, §1.85(b) prohibits release of 
drawings from all patent applications. Accordingly, the 
reference to changes by bonded draftsmen is deleted from 
§1.123. 

Section 1.152 is revised to provide that photographs and ink 
drawings must not be combined in one design application. The 
reason for this requirement is to avoid inconsistencies between 
the photograph and the drawing, and further eliminate views that 
may distort the proportionate relationship between the 
corresponding elements on the drawing and the photograph. All 
design photographs are limited to the design for the article 
claimed and are not to include environmental structure. 
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Color drawings and color photographs are not permissible in 
design patent applications. The submission of color photographs 
will be accepted for filing date purposes, in design patent appli- 
cations, contrary to the requirement for black ink drawings. The 
Applications Processing Division has been authorized to con- 
strue the color photographs as informal drawings, rather than to 
hold the applications incomplete as filed. By so construing color 
photographs when filed as informal drawings, the Office will 
accept the applications without requiring applicants to file a 
petition to obtain the original deposit date as the filing date. 
During the course of prosecution, the Examiner will require 
properly executed formal black ink drawings or black and white 
photographs as a substitute for the originally filed color photo- 
graphs prior to allowance of the claim. Solid black surface 
shading is not permitted on a design drawing, except when used 
to represent color contrast. 

Section 1.165 is revised to provide that plant patent drawings 
must comply with the requirements of §1.84. The current excep- 
tion that plant patent drawings do not automatically require view 
numbers and reference characters is maintained. Two sets of the 
drawings are needed. One set will be forwarded to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and the other set will be routed to the Office 
of Publication and Dissemination, Patent and Trademark Copy 
Sales, for copying purposes. 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The rule change is in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 ef seq.), Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The Acting General Counsel of the Department of Commerce 
has certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The principal 
impact of these changes is to revise and reformat the drawing 
standards to adopt international standards, to the extent possible, 
and to facilitate access to sections through inclusion of pertinent 
subsection headings, which should be helpful to small en- 
tities. 

The Office has determined that these rule changes are not a 
major rule under Executive Order 12291 The annual effect on the 
economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no major 
increase in costs or prices for consumers, individuals, industries, 
Federal, state or local government agencies, or geographic re- 
gions because most of the changes reduce procedural burdens. 
There will be no adverse effects on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete with foreign-based enter- 
prises in domestic or export markets. 

The Office has also determined that these rule changes have 
no Federalism implications affecting the relationship between 
the National Government and the States as outlined in Executive 
Order 12612. 

These rule changes contain a collection of information re- 
quirements subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq., which has previously been approved by the 
Office of Management and Budget under Control No. 0651- 
0011. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part 1. 

Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Freedom of 
information, Inventions and patents, Reporting, and Record 
keeping requirement. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 35 U.S.C. 6, Part | of Title 37 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations is amended as set forth below. 


PART | - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read as 
follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 
2. Section 1.17(h) is revised to read as follows: 


$1.77 Patent application processing fees. 
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(h) For filing a petition to the Commissioner under a section of 
this part listed below which refers to this para- 
$130.00 


§1.47—for filing by other than all the inventors or a person not 
the inventor. 

§1.48--for correction of inventorship 

§1.84--for accepting color drawings or photographs. 

$1 182—for decision on questions not specifically provided for. 
§1.183—1o suspend the rules. 

§1.295—for review of refusal to publish a statutory invention 
registration. 

§1.377—for review of decision refusing to accept and record 
payment of a maintenance fee filed prior to expiration of patent. 
§1.378(e)—for reconsideration of decision on petition refusing 
to accept delayed payment of maintenance fee in expired patent. 
§1.644(e)—for petition in an interference. 

§1.644(f}—for request for reconsideration of a decision on 
petition in an interference. 

§1.666(c)—for late filing of interference settlement agreement. 
§§5.12, 5.13, & 5.14—for expedited handling of a foreign filing 
license. 

§5.15—for changing the scope of a license. 

§5.25—for retroactive license. 


eee 
3. Section 1.19(a)(3) is revised to read as follows: 
§1.19 Document supply fees. 


eee 


(a) Uncertified copies of patents: 


eee 


(3) Copy of a utility patent or statutory invention registration 
coniaining color drawing (see §1.84(a)(2)) 


eee 


4. Section |.71(d) is revised to read as follows: 


$1.71 Detailed description and specification of the invention. 


ee 24% 


(d) A copyright or mask work notice may be placed in a design 
or utility patent application adjacent to copyright and mask work 
material contained therein. The notice may appear at any appro- 
priate portion of the patent application disclosure. For notices in 
drawings, see §1.84(s). The content of the notice must be limited 
to only those elements provided for by law. For example, “© 
1983 John Doe” (17 U.S.C. 401) and “*M* John Doe” (17 U.S.C. 
909) would be properly limited and, under current statutes, 
legally sufficient notices of copyright and mask work, respec- 
tively. Inclusion of a copyright or mask work notice will be 
permitted only if the authorization language set forth in para- 
graph (e) of this section is included at the beginning (preferably 
as the first paragraph) of the specification. 


ee 24% 


5. Section 1.84 is revised to read as follows: 
$1.84. Standards for drawings. 


(a) Drawings. There are two acceptable categories for present- 
ing drawings in utility patent applications: 

(1) Black ink. Black and white drawings are normally 
required. India ink, or its equivalent that secures solid black lines, 
must be used for drawings, or 

(2) Color. On rare occasions, color drawings may be 
necessary as the only practical medium by which to disclose the 
subject matter sought to be patented in a utility patent application 
or the subject matter of a statutory invention registration. The 
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Patent and Trademark Office will accept color drawings in utility 
patent applications and statutory invention registrations only 
after granting a petition filed under this paragraph explaining 
why the color drawings are necessary. Any such petition must 
include the following: 

(i) The appropriate fee set forth in §1.17(h); 

(ii) Three (3) sets of color drawings; and 

(iii) The specification must contain the following 
language as the first paragraph in that portion of the specification 
relating to the brief description of the drawing: 

The file of this patent contains at least one drawing 

executed in color. Copies of this patent with color 

drawing(s) will be provided by the Patent and Trade- 

mark Office upon request and payment of the neces- 

sary fee.” 

If the language is not in the specification, a proposed amend- 
ment to insert the language must accompany the petition. 

(b) Photographs. 

(1) Black and white. Photographs are not ordinarily permit- 
ted in utility and design patent applications. However, the Office 
will accept photographs in utility and design patent applications 
only after granting a petition filed under this paragraph which 
requests that photographs be accepted. Any such petition must 
include the following: 

(i) The appropriate fee set forth in 1.17(h); and 

(ii) Three (3) sets of photographs. Photographs must 
either be developed on double weight photographic paper or be 
permanently mounted on bristol board. The photographs must 
be of sufficient quality so that all details in the drawing are 
reproducible in the printed patent. 

(2) Color. Color photographs will be accepted in utility 
patent applications if the conditions for accepting color drawings 
have been satisfied. See paragraph (a)(2) of this section. 

(c) Identification of drawings. Identifying indicia, if provided, 
should include the application number or the title of the inven- 
tion, inventor's name, docket number (if any), and the name and 
telephone number of a person to call if the Office is unable to 
match the drawings to the proper application. This information 
should be placed on the back of each sheet of drawings a 
minimum distance of 1.5 cm. (5/8 inch) down from the top of the 
page. 

(d) Graphic forms in drawings. Chemical or mathematical 
formulae, tables, and waveforms may be submitted as drawings, 
and are subject to the same requirements as drawings. Each 
chemical or mathematical formula must be labeled as a separate 
figure, using brackets when necessary, to show that information 
is properly integrated. Each group of waveforms must be pre- 
sented as a single figure, using a common vertical axis with time 
extending along the horizontal axis. Each individual waveform 
discussed in the specification must be identified with a separate 
letter designation adjacent to the vertical axis. 

(e) Type of paper. Drawings submitted tc the Office must be 
made on paper which is flexible, strong, white, smooth, nonshiny, 
and durable. All sheets must be free from cracks, creases, and 
folds. Only one side of the sheet shall be used for the drawing. 
Each sheet must be reasonably free from erasures and must be 
free from alterations, overwritings, and interlineations. Photo- 
graphs must either be developed on double weight photo- 
graphic paper or be permanently mounted on bristol board. See 
paragraph (b) of this section for other requirements for photo- 
graphs. 

(f) Size of paper. All drawing sheets in an application must be 
the same size. One of the shorter sides of the sheet is regarded as 
its top. The size of the sheets on which drawings are made must 
be: 

(1) 21.6 cm. by 35.6 cm. (8 1/2 by 14 inches), 

(2) 21.6 cm. by 33.1 cm. (8 1/2 by 13 inches), 

(3) 21.6 cm. by 27.9 cm. (8 1/2 by 11 inches), or 

(4) 21.0 cm. by 29.7 cm. (DIN size A4). 

(g) Margins. The sheets must not contain frames around the 
sight, i.e., the usable surface. The following margins are re- 
quired: 

(1) On 21.6 cm. by 35.6 cm. (8 1/2 by 14 inch) drawing 
sheets, each sheet must include a top margin of 5.1 cm. (2 
inches), and bottom and side margins of .64 cm. (14 inch) from 
the edges, thereby leaving a sight no greater than 20.3 cm. by 
29.8 cm. (8 by 11 3/4 inches). 

(2) On 21.6 cm. by 33.1 cm. (8 1/2 by 13 inch) drawing 
sheets, each sheet must include a top margin of 2.5 cm. (1 inch) 
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and bottom and side margins of .64 cm. (14 inch) from the edges, 
thereby leaving a sight no greater than 20.3 cm. by 29.8 cm. (8 
by 11 3/4 inches). 

(3) On 21.6 cm. by 27.9 Cm. (8 1/2 by 11 inch) drawing 
sheets, each sheet must include a top margin of 2.5 cm. (1 inch) 
and bottom and side margins of .64 cm. (1/4 inch) from the edges, 
thereby leaving a sight no greater than 20.3 cm. by 24.8 cm. (8 
by 9 3/4 inches). 

(4) On 21.0 cm. by 29.7 cm. (DIN size A4) drawing sheets. 
each sheet must include a top margin of at least 2.5 cm., a left side 
margin of 2.5 cm., a right side margin of 1.5 cm., and a bottom 
margin of 1.0 cm., thereby leaving a sight no greater than 17.0 
cm. by 26.2 cm. 

(h) Views. The drawing must contain as many views as 
necessary to show the invention. The views may be plan, eleva- 
tion, section, or perspective views. Detail views of portions of 
elements, on a larger scale if necessary, may also be used. All 
views of the drawing must be grouped together and arranged on 
the sheet(s) without wasting space, preferably in an upright 
position, clearly separated from one another, and must not be 
included in the sheets containing the specifications, claims, or 
abstract. Views must not be connected by projection lines and 
must not contain center lines. Waveforms of electrical signals 
may be connected by dashed lines to show the relative timing of 
the waveforms. 

(1) Exploded views. Exploded views, with the separated 
parts embraced by a bracket, to show the relationship or order of 
assembly of various parts are permissible. When an exploded 
view is shown in a figure which is on the same sheet as another 
figure, the exploded view should be placed in brackets. 

(2) Partial views. When necessary, a view of a large 
machine or device in its entirety may be broken into partial views 
on a single sheet, or extended over several sheets if there is no 
loss in facility of understanding the view. Partial views drawn on 
separate sheets must always be capable of being linked edge to 
edge so that no partial view contains parts of another partial view. 
A smaller scale view should be included showing the whole 
formed by the partial views and indicating the positions of the 
parts shown. When a portion of a view is enlarged for magnifi- 
cation purposes, the view and the enlarged view must each be 
labeled as separate views. 

(i) Where views on two or more sheets form, in effect, 
a single complete view, the views on the several sheets must be 
so arranged that the complete figure can be assembled without 
concealing any part of any of the views appearing on the various 
sheets. 

(ii) A very long view may be divided into several 
parts placed one above the other on a single sheet. However, the 
relationship between the different parts must be clear and unam- 
biguous. 

(3) Sectional views. The plane upon which a sectional view 
is taken should be indicated on the view from which the section 
is cut by a broken line. The ends of the broken line should be 
designated by Arabic or Roman numerals corresponding to the 
view number of the sectional view, and should have arrows to 
indicate the direction of sight. Hatching must be used to indicate 
section portions of an object, and must be made by regularly 
spaced oblique parallel lines spaced sufficiently apart to enable 
the lines to be distinguished without difficulty. Hatching should 
not impede the clear reading of the reference characters and lead 
lines. If it is not possible to place reference characters outside the 
hatched area, the hatching may be broken off wherever reference 
characters are inserted. Hatching must be at a substantial angle 
to the surrounding axes or principal lines, preferably 45°. A cross 
section must be set out and drawn to show all of the materials as 
they are shown in the view from which the cross section was 
taken. The parts in cross section must show proper material(s) by 
hatching with regularly spaced parallel oblique strokes, the 
space between strokes being chosen on the basis of the total area 
to be hatched. The various parts of a cross section of the same 
item should be hatched in the same manner and should accu- 
rately and graphically indicate the nature of the material(s) that 
is illustrated in cross section. The hatching of juxtaposed differ- 
ent elements must be angled in a different way. In the case of 
large areas, hatching may be confined to an edging drawn around 
the entire inside of the outline of the area to be hatched. Dif- 
ferent types of hatching should have different conven- 
tional meanings as regards the nature of a material seen in cross 
section. 
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(4) Alternate position. A moved position may be shown by 
a broken line superimposed upon a suitable view if this can be 
done without crowding; otherwise, a separate view must be used 
for this purpose. 

(5) Modified forms. Modified forms of construction must 
be shown in separate views. 

(i) Arrangement of views. One view must not be placed upon 
another or within the outline of another. All views on the same 
sheet should stand in the same direction and, if possible, stand so 
that they can be read with the sheet held in an upright position. 
If views wider than the width of the sheet are necessary for the 
clearest illustration of the invention, the sheet may be turned on 
its side so that the top of the sheet, with the appropriate top 
margin to be used as the heading space, is on the right-hand side. 
Words must appear in a horizontal, left-to-right fashion when the 
page is either upright or turned so that the top becomes the right 
side, except for graphs utilizing standard scientific convention to 
denote the axis of abscissas (of X) and the axis of ordinates (of 
Y). 

(j) View for Official Gazette. One of the views should be 
suitable for publication in the Official Gazette as the illustration 
of the invention. 

(k) Scale. 

(1) The scale to which a drawing is made must be large 
enough to show the mechanism without crowding when the 
drawing is reduced in size to two-thirds in reproduction. Views 
of portions of the mechanism on a larger scale should be used 
when necessary to show details clearly. Two or more sheets may 
be used if one does not give sufficient room. The number of 
sheets should be kept to a minimum. 

(2) When approved by the examiner, the scale of the 
drawing may be graphically represented. Indications such as 
actual size” or “scale 1/2” on the drawings, are not permitted, 
since these lose their meaning with reproduction in a different 
format. 

(3) Elements of the same view must be in proportion to 
each other, unless a difference in proportion is indispensable for 
the clarity of the view. Instead of showing elements in different 
proportion, a supplementary view may be added giving a larger- 
scale illustration of the element of the initial view. The enlarged 
element shown in the second view should be surrounded by a 
finely drawn or “dot-dash” circle in the first view indicating its 
location without obscuring the view. 

(1) Character of lines, numbers, and letters. All drawings must 
be made by a process which will give them satisfactory repro- 
duction characteristics. Every line, number, and letter must be 
durable, clean, black (except for color drawings), sufficiently 
dense and dark, and uniformly thick and well-defined. The 
weight of all lines and letters must be heavy enough to permit 
adequate reproduction. This requirement applies to all lines 
however fine, to shading, and to lines representing cut surfaces 
in sectional views. Lines and strokes of different thicknesses 
may be used in the same drawing where different thicknesses 
have a different meaning. 

(m) Shading. The use of shading in views is encouraged if it 
aids in understanding the invention and if it does not reduce 
legibility. Shading is used to indicate the surface or shape of 
spherical, cylindrical, and conical elements of an object. Flat 
parts may also be lightly shaded. Such shading is preferred in the 
case of parts shown in perspective, but not for cross sections. See 
paragraph (h)(3) of this section. Spaced lines for shading are 
preferred. These lines must be thin, as few in number as practi- 
cable, and they must contrast with the rest of the drawings. As a 
substitute for shading, heavy lines on the shade side of objects 
can be used except where they superimpose on each other or 
obscure reference characters. Light should come from the upper 
left corner at an angle of 45° Surface delineations should prefer- 
ably be shown by proper shading. Solid black shading areas are 
not permitted, except when used to represent bar graphs or color. 

(n) Symbols. Graphical drawing symbols may be used for 
conventional elements when appropriate. The elements for which 
such symbols and labeled representations are used must be 
adequately identified in the specification. Known devices should 
be illustrated by symbols which have a universally recognized 
conventional meaning and are generally accepted in the art. 
Other symbols which are not universally recognized may be 
used, subject to approval by the Office, if they are not likely to be 
confused with existing conventional symbols, and if they are 
readily identifiable. 
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(0) Legends. Suitable descriptive legends may be used, or may 
be required by the Examiner, where necessary for understanding 
of the drawing, subject to approval by the Office. They should 
contain as few words as possible. 

(p) Numbers, letters, and reference characters. 

(1) Reference characters (numerals are preferred), sheet 
numbers, and view numbers must be plain and legible, and must 
not be used in association with brackets or inverted commas, or 
enclosed within outlines, e.g., encircled. They must be oriented 
in the same direction as the view so as to avoid having to rotate 
the sheet. Reference characters should be arranged to follow the 
profile of the object depicted. 

(2) The English alphabet must be used for letters, except 
where another alphabet is customarily used, such as the Greek 
alphabet to indicate angles, wavelengths, and mathematical 
formulas. 

(3) Numbers, letters, and reference characters must mea- 
sure at least .32 cm. (1/8 inch) in height. They should not be 
placed in the drawing so as to interfere with its comprehension. 
Therefore, they should not cross or mingle with the lines. They 
should not be placed upon hatched or shaded surfaces. When 
necessary, such as indicating a surface or cross section, a refer- 
ence character may be underlined and a blank space may be left 
in the hatching or shading where the character occurs so that it 
appears distinct. 

(4) The same part of an invention appearing in more than 
one view of the drawing must always be designated by the same 
reference character, and the same reference character must never 
be used to designate different parts. 

(5) Reference characters not mentioned in the description 
shall not appear in the drawings. Reference characters men- 
tioned in the description must appear in the drawings. 

(q) Lead lines. Lead lines are those lines between the reference 
characters and the details referred to. Such lines may be straight 
or curved and should be as short as possible. They must originate 
in the immediate proximity of the reference character and extend 
to the feature indicated. Lead lines must not cross each other. 
Lead lines are required for each reference character except for 
those which indicate the surface or cross section on which they 
are placed. Such a reference character must be underlined to 
make it clear that a lead line has not been left out by mistake. Lead 
lines must be executed in the same way as lines in the drawing. 
See paragraph (1) of this section. 

(r) Arrows. Arrows may be used at the ends of lines, provided 
that their meaning is clear, as follows: 

(1) Ona lead line, a freestanding arrow to indicate the entire 
section towards which it points; 

(2) On a lead line, an arrow touching a line to indicate the 
surface shown by the line looking along the direction of the 
arrow; or 

(3) To show the direction of movement. 

(s) Copyright or Mask Work Notice. A copyright or mask work 
notice may appear in the drawing, but must be placed within the 
sight of the drawing immediately below the figure representing 
the copyright or mask work material and be limited to letters 
having a print size of .32 cm. to .64 cm. (1/8 to 1/4 inches) high. 
The content of the notice must be limited to only those elements 
provided for by law. For example, “© 1983 John Doe” (17 U.S.C. 
401) and “*M* John Doe” (17 U.S.C. 909) would be properly 
limited and, under current statutes, legally sufficient 
notices of copyright and mask work, respectively. Inclusion 
of a copyright or mask work notice will be permitted only if 
the authorization language set forth in §1.71(e) is included 
at the beginning (preferably as the first paragraph) of the speci- 
fication. 

(t) Numbering of sheets of drawings. The sheets of drawings 
should be numbered in consecutive Arabic numerals, starting 
with 1, within the sight as defined in paragraph (g) of this section. 
These numbers, if present, must be placed in the middle of the top 
of the sheet, but not in the margin. The numbers can be placed on 
the right-hand side if the drawing extends too close to the middle 
of the top edge of the usable surface. The drawing sheet number- 
ing must be clear and larger than the numbers used as reference 
characters to avoid confusion. The number of each sheet should 
be shown by two Arabic numerals placed on either side of an 
oblique line, with the first being the sheet number, and the second 
being the total number of sheets of drawings, with no other 
marking. 

(u) Numbering of views. 
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(1) The different views must be numbered in consecutive 
Arabic numerals, starting with |, independent of the numbering 
of the sheets and, if possible, in the order in which they appear on 
the drawing sheet(s). Partial views intended to form one com- 
plete view, on one or several sheets, must be identified by the 
same number followed by a capital letter. View numbers must be 
preceded by the abbreviation “FIG.” Where only a single view is 
used in an application to illustrate the claimed invention, it 
must not be numbered and the abbreviation “FIG.” must not 
appear. 
(2) Numbers and letters identifying the views must be 
simple and clear and must not be used in association 
with brackets, circles, or inverted commas. The view num- 
bers must be larger than the numbers used for reference charac- 
ters. 

(v) Security markings. Authorized security markings may be 
placed on the drawings provided they are outside the sight, 
preferably centered in the top margin. 

(w) Corrections. Any corrections on drawings submitted to 
the Office must be durable and permanent. 

(x) Holes. The drawing sheets may be provided with two holes 
in the top margin. The holes should be equally spaced from the 
respective side edges, and their center lines should be spaced 7.0 
cm. (2 3/4 inches) apart. 

(See §1.152 for design drawings, §1.165 for plant drawings, and 
§1.174 for reissue drawings.) 


6. Section 1.88 is removed and reserved. 
§1.88 {Reserved} 

7. Section 1.123 is revised to read as follows: 
§$1.123 Amendments to the drawing. 


No change in the drawing may be made except with permis- 
sion of the Office. Permissible changes in the construction 
shown in any drawing may be made oniy by the submission of 
a substitute drawing by applicant. A sketch in permanent ink 
showing proposed changes, to become part of the record, must 
be filed for approval by the examiner and should be a separate 
paper. 


8. Section 1.152 is revised to read as follows: 
§1.152 Design drawing. 


The design must be represented by a drawing that complies 
with the requirements of §1.84, and must contain a sufficient 
number of views to constitute a complete disclosure of the 
appearance of the article. Appropriate surface shading must be 
used to show the character or contour of the surfaces represented. 
Solid black surface shading is not permitted except when used to 
represent color contrast. Broken lines may be used to show 
visible environmental structure, but may not be used to show 
hidden planes and surfaces which cannot be seen through opaque 
materials. Alternate positions of a design component, illustrated 
by full and broken lines in the same view are not permitted in a 
design drawing. Photographs and ink drawings must not be 
combined in one application. Photographs submitted in lieu of 
ink drawings in design patent applications must comply with 
§1. 84(b) and must not disclose environmental structure but must 
be limited to the design for the article claimed. Color drawings 
and color photographs are not permitted in design patent appli 
cations. 


9. Section 1.165 is revised to read as follows: 
§1.165 Plant drawings. 


(a) Plant patent drawings should be artistically and compe- 
tently executed and must comply with the requirements of $1.84. 
View numbers and reference characters need not be employed 
unless required by the examiner. The drawing must disclose all 
the distinctive characteristics of the plant capable of visual 
representation. 

(b) The drawing may be in color and when color is a distin- 
guishing characteristic of the new variety, the drawing must be 
in color. Two copies of color drawings or color photographs 
must be submitted. 
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MICHAEL K. KIRK 

Acting Assistant Secretary and 
Acting Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks 


July 14, 1993 


[1153 OG 33] 


(47) Use of Symbol “@” in Patent Applications 

The Greek letter Phi has long been used as a symbol in 
equations in all technical disciplines. It further has special uses 
which include the indication of an electrical phase or clocking 
signal as well as an angular measurement. The recognized 
symbols for the upper and lower case Greek Phi characters, 
however, do not appear on most typewriters. This apparently 
has led to the use of a symbol composed by first striking a zero 
key and then backspacing and striking the “cancel” or slash” 
key to result in “®” which is an approximation of ac- 
cepted symbols for the Greek character Phi. In other in- 
stances the symbol is composed using the upper or lower 
case letter “O” with the “cancel” or “slash” superimposed 
thereon by backspacing or is simply handwritten in a variety 
of styles. These expedients result in confusion because of the 
variety of type sizes and styles available on modern typewriters. 

In recent years, the growth of data processing has seen the 
increasing use of this symbol (“@”) as the standard represen- 
tation of zero. The “slashed” or “cancelled zero” is used to 
indicate zero and avoid confusion with the upper case letter “O” 
in both text and drawings. 

Thus, when the symbol “@” in one of its many variations, 
as discussed above, appears in patent applications being pre- 
pared for printing, confusion as to the intended meaning of the 
symbol arises. Those (such as examiners, attorneys, and appli- 
cants) working in the art can usually determine the intended 
meaning of this symbol because of their knowledge of the 
subject matter involved, but editors preparing these applications 
for printing have no such specialized knowledge and confusion 
arises as to which symbol to print. The result, at the very least, 
is delay until the intended meaning of the symbol can be as- 
certained. 

Since the Office does not have the resources to conduct a 
technical editorial review of each application before printing, 
and in order to eliminate the problem of printing delays asso- 
ciated with the usage of these symbols, any questions about the 
intended symbol will be resolved by the editorial staff of the 
Office of Publications by printing the symbol “@” whenever 
that symbol is used by the applicant. Any Certificate of Cor- 
rection necessitated by the above practice will be at the pat- 
entee’s expense (37 CFR 1.323) because the intended symbol 
was not accurately presented by the Greek upper or lower case 
Phi letters (1, @) in the patent application. 


RICHARD J. SHAKMAN, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Dec. 20, 1978. 


(978 O.G. 152] 


(48) U.S. Accession to Hague Convention 
Abolishing the Requirement of Legalization 


for Foreign Public Documents 


On Oct. 15, 1981, the Hague “Convention Abolishing the 
Requirement of Legalization for Foreign Public Documents” 
entered into force between the United States and twenty-eight 
foreign countries that are parties to the Convention. The Con- 
vention applies to any document submitted to the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office for filing or recording, which is 
sworn to or acknowledged by a notary public in any one of the 
member countries. The Convention abolishes the certification 
of the authority of the notary public in a member country by 
a diplomatic or consular officer of the United States and sub- 
stitutes certification by a special certificate, or apostille, ex- 
ecuted by an officer of the member country. Accordingly, the 
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Office will accept for filing or recording a document sworn to 
or acknowledged before a notary public in a member country 
if the document bears, or has appended to it, an apostille 
certifying the notary’s authority. The requirement for a diplo- 
matic or consular certificate, specified in 37 CFR 1.66 and note 
1 of 37 CFR 3.45, will not apply to a document sworn to or 
acknowledged before a notary public in a member country if 
an apostille is used. 

The member countries that are parties to the Convention are: 
Austria Italy Spain 
Bahamas Japan Suriname 
Belgium Lesotho Swaziland 
Botswana Liechtenstein Switzerland 
Cyprus Luxembourg Tonga 
Fiji Malawi U.K. of Great 
France Malta Britain and 
Germany Mauritius N. Ireland 

Fed. Rep. of Netherlands United States 

Hungary Portugal Yugoslavia 
Israel Seychelles 


The Convention prescribes the following form for the apostille: 
Model of certificate 


The certificate will be in the form of a square with 
sides at least 9 centimetres long 


APOSTILLE 
(Convention de La Haye du Oct. 5, 1961) 


TINS -Fictsceidsipeeesanaatntadatntntescreentiadilebndonsaninentaaccersdones 
This public document 

. has been signed by 

. acting in the capacity of .. 


GERALD J. MOSSINGHOFF, 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Nov. 5, 


[1013 OG. 3] 


Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1 [Docket No. 71008-7208] 


Variety Denomination Requirements 
for Plant Patent Applications 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office proposes to amend 
certain of the rules of practice applicable to the patenting of 
plants. Under the proposed rules of practice, an applicant for 
such a patent would, in addition to any requirements for ob- 
taining a patent, also be required to record an identifying variety 
denomination for the plant. These proposed rules fulfill an 
obligation imposed by the Convention of the International 
Union for the Protection of New Plant Varieties (the UPOV 
Convention), to which the United States adheres. 

Dates: Comments on the proposed rules must be submitted by 
Jan. 8, 1988, to assure their consideration in formulating the 
rules put into effect. A public hearing will be held on Jan. 15, 
1988, beginning at 9:30 A.M., in the Commissioner’s Confer- 
ence Room, Crystal Piz. 3, the Patent and Trademark Office. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


Addresses: Address comments to the Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks, Box 4, Washington, D.C. 20231. All comments 
received will be publicly available in the Patent and Trademark 
Office, Crystal Plz. 3, Arlington, Va., Rm. 11C28. 

For Further Information Contact: Mr. Stanley D. Schlosser, 
Office of Legislation and International Affairs, by telephone at 
(703) 557-3065 or by mail addressed to the Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks, Box 4, Washington, D.C. 20231. 
Supplementary Information: The UPOV Convention became 
applicable to the United States on Nov. 8, 1981, as a consequence 
of the President’s exercise of authority to adhere to this inter- 
national agreement. Under Articles 6 and 13 of the UPOV 
Convention, each plant variety for which protection is sought 
must be given a variety denomination and that denomination 
recorded (“registered” in the language of the Convention) at 
least by the time the patent is granted. It is left to each of the 
UPOV member states to determine how recordation is effected. 
For the United States, the issuance of a patent which includes 
the denomination of the variety would constitute recordation and 
registration for the purposes of compliance with UPOV Con- 
vention. The patent examining process would include consid- 
eration of the suitability for recordation of the proposed variety 
denomination. 

Attention is called to two earlier Commissioner’s Notices on 
this subject. The Notice of Oct. 20, 1981 (46 FR 51426) stated 
that appropriate rules for the registration of variety denomina- 
tions, as required by the UPOV Convention, would be issued. 
The Commissioner’s Notice, published in the Federal Register 
on Aug. 16, 1985, 50 FR 33062, proposed amendments to the 
Patent and Trademark Office’s rules of practice to carry out this 
requirement. In light of public comments received, the earlier 
proposed rules are being withdrawn from consideration and 
replaced by these revised proposed rules. These would apply 
to plants patented under either 35 U.S.C. 101 or 161, but would 
not apply to any protection sought under the Plant Variety 


Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 2321 et seq.), administered by the United 
States Department of Agriculture. 

These proposed rules, in accordance with the patent law 
requirements for providing a descriptive title for a patent appli- 


cation, would require the variety denomination proposed for 
recordation to be included in the title of the application. The 
denomination would be judged for recordability by the examiner 
assigned the application for examination, who would consult 
with appropriate trademark examination officials to determine 
if there exists a possibly conflicting trademark registration or 
application for registration. 

The recordation of a variety denomination for purposes of 
compliance with UPOV Convention Article 13 is not to be 
understood as conveying any legal rights in that denomination. 
Recordation does no more than establish a prima facie case that 
can be asserted as evidence of the possible generic nature of 
the variety denomination, if genericness is not already established 
by its usage in the commercial market, advertising or pub- 
lication. 

Under the proposed rules, the Patent and Trademark Office 
in examining the recordability of variety denominations will, in 
addition to its trademark records, utilize the Office’s compilation 
of denominations obtained from horticultural, agricultural, floral 
and other professional societies, national breeders’ rights offices, 
the UPOV Union’s Secretariat, standard references and other 
available sources. Article 13 of the UPOV Convention requires 
that the variety denomination must enable the plant variety to 
be identified, that the denomination not consist solely of numbers 
except if this is shown to be an established practice for designating 
plant varieties, and that the denomination not be liable to mislead 
or cause confusion concerning the characteristics, value or iden- 
tity of the variety or the identity of the breeder. No specific naming 
system is required by the Article. While a portion of the con- 
suming public and others might prefer plant variety names 
conforming to the International Code of Nomenclature for 
Cultivated Plants or the UPOV Guidelines, common usage, code 
systems or other ways of identifying plants cannot be ignored. 

The Patent and Trademark Office would accept for recorda- 
tion a variety denomination complying with the requirements of 
the UPOV Convention’s Articles 13(2) and 13(4). A number of 
variety denomination systems currently in use, such as the system 
described in the 1980 revision of the International Code of 
Nomenclature for Cultivated Plants, the UPOV Guidelines and 
various code systems may also meet these requirements. Sexually 
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reproduced varieties could be named in compliance with the 
requirements of the Federal Seed Act. 

In the event the examiner does not approve a proposed variety 
denomination for recordation, the applicant could petition the 
Commissioner for approval. Thus, the examination and approval 
of variety denominations will be handled in the same way as 
other procedural and administrative requirements not relating 
to the merits of the invention, such as the requirement to provide 
an abstract of the disclosure or the requirement to provide a title. 
A final refusal by the Commissioner on petition would require 
submission of another proposed denomination for recordation. 

The petition to the Commissioner will be subject to a fee 
and the other requirements relating to petitions. The Commis- 
sioner may in appropriate cases delegate to the Assistant 
Commissioner for Trademarks or other appropriate trade- 
mark officials the decision of such petitions, under 37 C.F.R. 
1.181(g). 

The UPOV Convention requires the applicant to identify the 
patented variety by the same variety denomination (or a trans- 
lation thereof) in all UPOV member states. A different denomi- 
nation may be recorded in a particular member state, however, 
in cases where the denomination registered in another member 
state is unsuitable for business or other reasons. An applicant 
may during the course of examination be required to inform 
the Office of any other denomination by which the variety is 
known. 

While these rules provide for the recordation of variety 
denominations, they recognize at the same time that, in cases 
of conflict, previously established proprietary rights are para- 
mount. Recordation is in legal effect, therefore, no more than 
publication of a denomination which is or may become the 
generic name of a plant variety. 

Trademark owners, owners of other proprietary rights and 
patent applicants share a common interest in knowing as early 
as possible if a variety denomination proposed for recordation 
possibly conflicts with a trademark or other proprietary rights. 
Accordingly, each denomination proposed for recordation, along 
with the genus and species to which the variety belongs, shall 
be published in the Official Gazette as soon as reasonably 
possible after receipt of the application in the Office. The 
Commissioner has determined that publication of such infor- 
mation constitutes special circumstances under 35 U.S.C. 122. 

The public may provide information to the Office concerning 
the recordability of a proposed denomination. Such information 
would be entered in the official file wrapper of the application 
and be available to the examiner. Such information shall be 
called to the attention of the applicant by the Office. 

Also, the Official Gazette would list newly recorded denomi- 
nations in United States patents in order for trademark owners 
to assert their rights in appropriate cases through private ne- 
gotiations or judicially, as they may now do in trademark cases. 
Proceedings in the Office in regard to the registration of variety 
denominations, however, will be conducted ex parte. 

Under the proposed rules, each applicant would be required 
to specify in an application for protection of a plant variety the 


date of first use of the denomination if used prior to filing of 


the patent application, or later to provide information about the 
date of first commercial use during pendency of the application. 
In cases of conflict between a trademark and a proposed variety 
denomination, the variety denomination will not be accepted 
for recordation unless its first commercial use clearly antedates 
another’s established rights. 

If a patentee learns of a conflict between a trademark and 
the recorded variety denomination after issuance of the patent, 
the patentee in order to resolve the conflict will be permitted 
to record a different denomination by means of the Certificate 
of Correction procedure. Also, a variety denomination found 
after issuance of a patent to be commercially unsuitable or ill- 
advised could be changed in a similar manner. 

The Office now permits plants and plant varieties to be 
patented both specifically and broadly under patent 35 U.S.C. 
101. In some cases, however, claims in an application will not 
be limited to a specific variety. These proposed rules would 
apply only to applications where a specific variety or varieties 
are claimed. Only these need be identified by a variety denomi- 
nation, except where the number of varieties involved makes 
this impractical. In such a case, each claim directed to a specific 
variety would include its variety denomination, but these variety 
denominations could be omitted from the title of the patent. 
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Variety denominations would not be required for microorgan- 
isms or microscopic plant parts. 


Other Considerations: The proposed rule change is in con- 
formity with the requirements of the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
(Pub. L. 96-354), Executive Order 12291 and the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. This rule contains 
a collection of information requirement subject to the Paper- 
work Reduction Act. This colletion of information requirement 
has been cleared by OMB under contro! No. 0651-0011. 

The General Counsel of the Department Commerce has 
certified to the Small Business Administration that the proposed 
rule changes will not have a significant adverse economic 
impact on a substantial number of small entities (Regulatory 
Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 96-354). The variety denomination 
requirement will not impose extra work on patent applicants 
(whether small or large businesses or individuals). The rules will 
help avoid burdensome and expensive litigation over trademark 
rights. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that this 
proposed rule change is not a major rule under Executive Order 
12291. The annual effect on the economy will be less than $100 
million. There will be no major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, federal, state, or local govern- 
ment agencies, or geographic regions. There will be no signifi- 
cant adverse effects on competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or on the ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign-based enterprises in domes- 
tic or export markets. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Inventions and 
patents. 


For the reasons set out in the preamble, 37 CFR Part I is 
proposed to be amended by revising §§ 1.72, and 1.17 and 
adding a new § 1.168 as set forth below. All proposed additions 
are printed between arrows. 


PART I —RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | would continue 
to read as follows: 


AUTHORITY: 35 U.S.C. 6 unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.17 is proposed to be amended by adding the 
following items in numerical order to the list in paragraph (h) 
to read as follows: 


§ 1.17 Patent application processing fees. 


xe * * * 


(h) * * * 
ps | .168(d) For petitioning the Commissioner to record 
a plant variety denomination . . . 
§ 1.168(g) For petitioning the Commissioner to record 
a substitute plant variety denomination ... <q 


3. Section 1.72 is proposed to be amended by adding the 
following paragraph: 


§ 1.72 Title and abstract. 


* * * 


P>(c) In the case of an application for the patenting of 
a plant variety under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 101 
or 161, the title of the application must include a variety 
denomination for the specific new variety claimed, except 
as provided for in § 1.168(b). The granting of the patent 
will be deemed the recordation of the variety denomi- 
nation for purposes of compliance with Article 13 of 
the International Convention for the Protection of New 
Varieties of Plants, as revised on Oct. 23, 1978. 


4. A new § 1.168 is proposed to be added, to read as follows: 
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P§ 1.168 Variety denomination, submission to the 
Office, examination. 

(a) The variety denomination submitted by the patent 
applicant under § 1.72 will be examined for compliance 
with the International Convention for the Protection of 
New Varieties of Plants. Specifically, the denomination: 


(1) must enable the plant variety to be identified: 
(2) must not be likely to cause confusion, to cause 
mistake or to deceive concerning the characteris- 
tics, value or identity of the plant variety or the 
identity of the breeder; 
must not consist solely of numbers except if this 
is an established practice for designating plant 
varieties; and 
must not be likely to cause confusion or mistake 
or to deceive as to any prior right of a third party, 
and shall not affect prior rights of third parties. 
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denomination has first been commercially used 
in this country. No variety denomination will be 
recorded if first commercially used after the 
establishment of third party proprietary rights to 
the denomination. 

(g) A patentee in order to avoid a conflict between 
a recorded variety denomination and a trademark 
or other proprietary right, or where the recorded 
variety denomination is likely to be confused with 
another, or where business or marketing consid- 
erations dictate, may propose for recordation a 
substitute variety denomination for that already 
recorded. Such a proposal shall be in the form of 
a petition to the Commissioner together with the 
fee set forth in § 1.17(h). The proposed substitute 
denomination will be examined in the same manner 
as the denomination originally recorded, and upon 
recordation shall be promptly published in the 
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(b) If a proposed variety denomination is not 
included as_ part of the title of the application, 
when filed, the examiner shall set a period of not 
less than thirty days to provide a variety denomi- 
nation. If a plurality of plant varieties are claimed, 
which make it impractical to include each variety 
denomination in the title of the application, each 
claim directed to a specific plant variety shall 
instead include the denomination of the claimed 
plant variety. In cases where no specific plant 
variety is claimed, for example, a patent directed 
to the improvement of a plant species, the de- 
nomination requirement applicable to the patent- 
ing of a plant variety or varieties will be waived. 
(c) If the examiner determines that a proposed 
variety denomination is not suitable for recor- 
dation, the examiner shall refuse recordation 
thereof and shall set forth in an Office action the 
reasons for such refusal. An applicant disagreeing 
with the reasons for such refusal may request 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the refusal, 
giving the reasons therefor. If the examiner's 
refusal to record a proposed variety denomination 
is repeated and made final, the examiner shall at 
the same time require the applicant to propose 
another variety denomination for recordation. 
(d) After a final requirement by the examiner for 
submission of a proposed new variety denomi- 
nation, the applicant, in addition to making any 
response due on the remainder of the action, may 
in lieu of proposing another variety denomination 
petition the Commissioner for review of the 
examiner’s holding, upon payment of the fee set 
forth in § 1.17(h). 

(e) The applicant is required to submit for rec- 
ordation the same variety denomination (or, if 
not in English, a translation or transliteration 
thereof) as that previously registered or recorded, 
or proposed for registration in an earlier filed 
application for protection of the same variety in 
another member state of the International Union 
for the Protection of New Varieties of Plants. The 
applicant may submit another denomination for 
recordation, however, upon a showing satisfac- 
tory to the examiner as to why the denomination 
originally submitted or registered in another 
member state of the said Union is unsuitable for 
recordation in the United States. During pendency 
of an application, the examiner may require the 
applicant to provide information regarding all 
denominations for the same variety registered or 
proposed for registration in other member states 
of the said Union before the application was filed 
in the United States. 

(f) The applicant shall indicate in the application 
the date of first commercial use in the United 
States if any, of the variety denomination pro- 
posed for recordation; or, if not commercially 
used prior to filing of the application, indicate 
during pendency of the application when the 


Official Gazette. A Certificate of Correction in- 
dicating such substitute denomination shall be 
issued for the patent. If the patent has been as- 
signed, only the assignee of record may apply 
for recordation of a substitute denomination. 

(h) The Commissioner shall upon its receipt in the 
Office promptly publish in the Official Gazette 
each variety denomination proposed for recorda- 
tion and the genus and species of the plant in- 
volved. Correspondence from the public object- 
ing to the recordation of such denomination, if 
accompanied by reasons therefor, will be placed 
in the official file and considered by the examiner 
in an ex parte manner. An objection to recordation 
may be based on an earlier recorded or unrecorded 
variety denomination, a registered or common 
law trademark, a trade name or trade indicia, or 
other alleged prior right timely called to the Office's 
attention. The applicant shall be notified by the 
Office of the receipt of such correspondence. The 
secrecy of any pending application will be pre- 
served in accordance with 35 U.S.C. 1224 


RENE TEGTMEYER, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents 


Sept. 18, 1987. 


[1085 OG 13] 


(50) Summary Results of 1991 Patent Action Survey 


The Patent and Trademark Office conducted a survey in the 
March-June 1991 period to gather information from patent 
practitioners and other Office “customers” about the quality of 
Office actions. Approximately 27,000 questionnaires (survey 
forms) were mailed with Office actions. Each survey form 
included 10 specific questions and provided space to make 
general comments. Each survey form identified only the Exam- 
ining Group to which the application was assigned so that all 
responses would be completely anonymous. 

Approximately 4,200 survey forms were returned (16% return 
rate). 


Results 


I. A tabulation of respondents’ answers to the 10 specific 
questions revealed the following compliance rates relative to 
the accompanying Office actions: 


35 U.S.C. 103 Rejections: 


1. 72% identify portion of references relied on. 

2. 70% indicate how teachings of references are modified 
or combined. 

3. 65% communicate the rationale why the claimed 
invention would have been obvious. 


35 U.S.C. 112, Ist para. rejections: 
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4. 58% sufficiently explain “new matter” position. 
5. 67% sufficiently explain “non-enabling” disclosure po- 
sition. 


Final Rejection Practice: 


6. 56% respond to applicant’s arguments. 
7.52% of Advisory Actions identify new issues and/or new 
matter when denying entry. 


Allowance Practice: 
8. 90% of reasons for allowance were clear. 
Miscellaneous: 


9. 45% clearly communicate reasons for finding declara- 
tions/affidavits unpersuasive. 

10. 54% of Examiner’s Answers address appellant’s argu- 
ments. 


The questions relating to “Final Rejection Practice” and to the 
“Miscellaneous” topic areas asked whether examiners respond 
to attorney arguments and how attorneys interpret the examin- 
ers’ responses to their arguments. These topic areas and others 
where there are relatively low compliance rates have been 
identified as areas of Office practice needing improvement. 

The responses to the 10 survey questions show that continu- 
ous improvement has been achieved in several areas. For ex- 
ample, the high percentage of affirmative responses in the area 
of explaining 35 U.S.C. 103 rejections (72%, 70%, and 65%) 
reflects a clear improvement over internal surveys made within 
the last several years, and reflects the effectiveness of recent 
extensive Office training programs in this area. It is also apparent 
there is still room for further improvement. Another positive 
result was that 90% of respondents, commenting on Reasons for 
Allowance, felt that the reasons given were clear. 


Il. Analysis of respondents’ general comments: 


Over 1800 survey forms were returned with comments (43% 
of total responses). While these comments were directed toward 
many different areas, two major categories were apparent: 


Category A: 62% of the comments expressed the need for 
additional quality improvement of actions. 


The most commonly expressed comments in this category 
indicate that the quality of Office actions can be improved by 
giving a better explanation of the rationale or reasons in support 
of rejections. Examples of comments received include: all ele- 
ments of claims are not addressed in 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejections; 
one of the references used in a 35 U.S.C. 103 rejection is not 
explained; features of dependent claims were not treated; claim 
limitations were ignored; “boilerplate” 35 U.S.C. 103 rejections 
were being given; and it was difficult to understand the rationale 
for the rejection, and, therefore, to file a proper and meaningful 
response. 

The second most common type of comment in this category 
indicated that examiners misunderstand an essential feature. For 
example: actions reflect a misunderstanding by the examiner of 
the scope and content of the prior art, the presently claimed 
invention, or the original disclosure. Further, comments indicate 
that some cited references seem to have no bearing on the 
claimed invention because the rejection of the claims is not 
supported by the disclosure of the applied reference. 


Category B: 20% of the comments had compliments about 
the quality of Office actions. 


The compliments acknowledged actions which presented a 
thorough analysis of the claim language with respect to the prior 
art references; which included suggestions for amendments to 
the claims so as to place the application in condition for allow- 
ance; and/or which gave a “tough” examination which would 
result in a stronger patent. 

It is significant that the most common type of comment 
indicated that enhanced explanations would improve the quality 
of Office actions, while, at the same time, the second most 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 91 
(51) 


common type of comment indicated that the quality of Office 
actions is considered to be very good in this regard. This seems 
to indicate that the quality of many Office actions are good, but 
that additional emphasis is still needed in this area. 


Planned Initiatives: 


The answers to the 10 questions and the comments are consid- 
ered vital to current Office efforts to improve the quality of patent 
examination. The data, where statistically reliable, has been 
analyzed on an examining corps and individual group basis and 
the following initiatives have been, or will be, taken: 


1. Update our continuing legal education program for experi- 
enced examiners with extra emphasis being placed on areas 
where improved performance is needed, such as the need for 
better motivation statements in rejections. Specific courses have 
been developed to provide tailored training in important areas, 
such as treatment of algorithms in claims, evaluating evidence 
submitted by applicants, and responding to applicant’s argu- 
ments. 

2. Enhance the Patent Academy curriculum for training junior 
examiners to place greater emphasis on the areas of examination 
where improved performance is needed, such as in responding to 
amendments after final rejection. 

3. Implement focused training in each Examining Group to 
address specific technological/group specific problems that have 
been indicated by the survey. The training has been implemented 
in a variety of ways including one-on-one, art unit and group 
level programs. Form paragraphs have been developed to help 
ensure that applicant’s arguments are appropriately considered 
and responded to in Office actions. 

4. Develop follow-up surveys in order to determine if the 
corrective actions were successful. In this regard the answers to 
the questions and the concerns raised by respondents in their 
comments will serve as baselines for improvement. 


The relatively small number of responses (only 16%, 4,200 
responses from 27,000 survey forms mailed) resulted in statisti- 
cally insignificant data for analysis of some questions at the 
group level. In part, this may have been due to confusion with 
prior perception surveys, requiring only a single response from 
each practitioner involved. Unlike perception surveys, each 
Patent Action Survey is specific to the Office action that accom- 
panies it, and requests a brief response for that action. Hence, a 
practitioner who received more than one Office action with a 
survey form was requested to complete a survey form for each 
accompanying Office action. 

The Office is planning follow-up surveys in FY-1992 and 
1993. These surveys will be more meaningful and reliable if 
respondents answer the questions in as objective a manner as 
possible. Thus, respondents should try to objectively evaluate 
the accompanying examiner’s action to see if that particular 
action did or did not include the feature(s) addressed by the 
question rather than whether there is agreement or disagreement 
with the examiner’s position. Further, since greater participation 
would yield more reliable statistics, patent practitioners are 
encouraged to respond to future surveys. 

Questions about the FY-1991 Patent Action Surveys should 
be directed to John Terapane, Director Group 1200, or Carolyn 
Ballard, Patent Action Survey Coordinator, both at (703) 308- 
0193. 

June 29, 1992 STEPHEN G. KUNIN 
Deputy Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents 
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(51) Report on the Quality Reinforcement Program 

The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) has instituted a 
Quality Reinforcement Program to identify services offered by 
the PTO that are in need of improvement. As a part of this 
program, the Office, in cooperation with the American Intellec- 
tual Property Law Association (AIPLA), has completed an 
evaluation of selected practices performed by both patent exam- 
iners and representatives of patent applicants during the exami- 
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nation process. The results of this evaluation are detailed in 
Volume I of the PTO Report of the Quality Reinforcement 
Program. A summary of the findings of this report is presented 
below. This summary is presented to report on the findings and 
to solicit suggestions from both the public and employees of the 
Patent & Trademark Office on steps that might be taken to raise 
the level of performance of those practices found to be in need of 
improvement. The full report and evaluation, which is quite 
extensive with over 350 pages, is available at the PTO. 
Address: Comments and inquiries should be addressed to: The 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 
2023 1, to the attention of Edward Kubasiewicz, Director, Exam- 
ining Group 250, Rm. CP4-9D19. 

Date: Comments should be submitted by June 16, 1987. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Summary of Volume 1—Report on Current 
Level of Performance of Selected Patent 
Examining Corps Practices 


This is a summary of Volume I of the Quality Reinforcement 
Program Report, which addresses the current level of perform- 
ance of selected Patent Examining Corps practices. This sum- 
mary presents a background of the Quality Reinforcement Pro- 
gram and a synopsis of conclusions reached for each selected 
practice. 


Background of the Quality Reinforcement Program 


On Feb. 25, 1986, President Reagan issued an executive order 
establishing a comprehensive program for the improvement of 
productivity throughout all of government. From this executive 
order the Department of Commerce evolved a Productivity 
Improvement Program entitled PROJECT PRIDE. The program 
was announced as encompassing productivity, quality excel- 
lence and client satisfaction. 

The role of U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) in 
PROJECT PRIDE centers around quality, and is entitled the 
Quality Reinforcement Program. 

The goal of the PTO program is to improve the quality of 
patent examining functions and the timeliness and quality of 
other public services. In particular, the program focuses on 
improving the quality of practices performed in three different 
areas of the PTO, i.e., the Patent Examining Corps, the Office of 
Administration and the Office of Documentation. 

The quality of an issued patent and the record before the PTO 
in the patented file are extremely important to the patent owner 
and to others who may be competitors or otherwise affected by 
the patent. Investment decisions and the recoupment of research, 
development and marketing expenditures often depend upon 
patent protection. Potential licensees and infringers need to 
know where they stand in regard to an issued patent. Patent 
owners and others need to be able to have a high degree of 
confidence in the validity of a patent. Valid patents and a clear 
and correct file record will help to eliminate unnecessary and 
expensive patent litigation costs which are currently estimated to 
total at least $800 million per year. 

The concern for productivity and productivity improvement 
is not a recent development at the PTO. During the past quarter 
of a century one of the most pressing problems for the Office has 
been a large and growing backlog of unexamined patent appli- 
cations and the resulting long pendency time between filing an 
application and issuance of a patent. The average pendency of 
patent applications in 1964 was 37 months. However, average 
pendency dropped steadily in the 1970s until it culminated in an 
average pendency of 18 months in 1977. This pendency was 
shortlived due to a loss of adequate resources. However, pen- 
dency is once again falling and it is expected that an average 
pendency of 18 months will be achieved in 1989. 

Historically, the Office has successfully responded to situ- 
ations similar to the one in which it presently finds itself. 
Beginning in the 1960s when the backlog of new applications 
exceeded 200,000, a program designed to drastically increase 
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the productivity of the Corps was initiated. Part of that program 
was what has since become known as “compact prosecution”. 
An increased staff of examiners was reinstructed to take a new 
approach toward examining in which patentable subject matter 
was looked for and indicated as early in the prosecution of the 
case as possible, references were automatically furnished with 
actions, attorneys were urged to originally file claims of the 
broadest possible range of scope, telephonic prosecution was 
instituted, first actions and application disposals became the 
measure of examiners’ performance, preprinted first action forms 
were designed, etc. 

The question before the Office now is whether sufficient 
attention is being given to quality. The intent of the Quality 
Reinforcement Program, as it applies to the Patent Examining 
Corps, is to take stock of the present situation and to consider 
whether any corrective action needs to be taken to improve the 
quality of the examination process. 

The Office is currently using and improving various tools to 
assure a quality examined patent. These tools include the quality 
review program, supervisory reviews of examiner work through 
the performance appraisal system and through the promotion 
and signatory authority programs, improved and expanded ex- 
aminer training, development of the automated patent system to 
improve the quality of examiner searching, recruitment of “top- 
of-the-class” new examiners, and detailed and clear guidlines on 
examining policy and procedure. 

The Quality Reinforcement Program is a new quality tool for 
improving the actual quality of the patents issued as well as the 
record behind the issuance of these patents. This new program 
differs from the quality review program in that this program 
looks at the key pieces of the patent cxamining process that 
contribute to and make up the end product or patent rather than 
looking only at the end product. The Quality Reinforcement 
Program focuses on the effectiveness and consistency with 
which examiners apply existing law and procedures and how 
they communicate their findings to applicants. The program also 
focuses on the attorney’s contribution to this work product. 
Lastly, the program focuses on the timeliness of some of the 
services provided by the Corps’ clerical support staff. Such 
focusing is not intended to be carried out one time only. Rather, 
the methodology used in this program will be applied to any key 
pieces, identified by PTO personnel or the bar in the future, as 
needing a review of the type dictated by this program. The aim 
in short is to build quality and timeliness from the ground up and 
to maintain them at a high level. 

This report presents and analyzes the findings of the Quality 
Reinforcement Program only as the findings relate to practices 
performed in the Patent Examining Corps. The portion of the 
program reported in this volume represents a cooperative effort 
between the Corps and the American Intellectual Property Law 
Association (AIPLA) through its Ad Hoc Committee on Quality. 
The focus is on certain practices involved in the prosecution, 
examination and processing of patent applications by both the 
PTO and by patent applicants and their representatives. 


Methodology 


The methodology adopted for the program comprises the 
following process: 


select target practices, 

determine the current quality or performance level of the 
target practices, 

compare the current performance of the target practices 
to the desired level of performance, 

implement, where appropriate, steps to raise the current 
level of performance to the desired level, 
subsequently, determine the level of performance of the 
target practices, and 

compare the current level of performance to the subse- 
quently determined level of performance to determine 
what, if any, change has occurred. 


Target Practices 


A number of practices were targeted for the program 
as a result of complaints and concerns, raised by the bar 
and PTO personnel. The targeted practices are identified as 
follows: 
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A. Explanations of Rejections 


This program targeted examiner “explanations of 
rejections” as a practice to be reviewed based in part on 
a de-emphasis by the Office on the degree to which 
examiners were required to include detailed explana- 
tions of the supporting rationale behind their rejections 
during the 1970s. The PTO instituted the use of an 
abbreviated, handwritten form (PTO- 1 142) for the prepa- 
ration of first Office actions during the early 1970s. The 
form provided for a cryptic description of how the 
references were being combined in a § 103 rejection and 
provided little space for explanation of the supporting 
rationale behind rejections. The form was mandatory for 
all first actions, and was discontinued in 1982 primarily 
due to complaints from the patent bar and the courts that 
examiner explanations of rejections were not sufficient. 
The inclusion of “explanations of rejections” as a tar- 
geted practice for this program enables the evaluation of 
whether further improvement is needed in this area. 


B. Final Rejection Practice 


This program targeted “final rejection practice” for 
review based in part on the conflicting needs of PTO and 
patent applicants/attorneys in this area of practice. In 
order to reduce the time applicants must wait to obtain a 
patent and to increase efficiency of the examination 
process, the PTO uses various incentives for examiners 
to make their rejections final early in the prosecution. 

To the contrary, patent applicants often desire to have 
the examiner repeatedly reconsider his or her position or 
to continue to amend the claims. These conflicting in- 
centives often lead to disputes relating to the propriety 
and/or timeliness of final rejections and to whether 
amendments are entered after an action has been made 
final. 


C. Information Disclosure Statements 


This program targeted “information disclosure state- 
ments” for review based upon concerns expressed by 
both applicants/attorneys and by the Patent Examining 
Corps over the submission of these statement. 

Patent examiners, in the interest of efficiency and 
productivity, are benefited by the disclosure to the Office 
of all material information relating to the patentability of 
the application prior to their first Office action. However, 
this must be balanced against the practical reality that 
applicants/attorneys often don’t become aware of mate- 
rial information until later in the prosecution, and don’t 
have readily available translations of foreign documents 
or copies of documents for submission to the PTO. This 
practice looks at the extent to which the practical needs 
of both the PTO and the applicant/attorney are served by 
the procedures relating to “information disclosure state- 
ment”. 


D. Interviews 


This program targeted “interviews” for review to 
determine the extent to which personal discussions are 
held between examiners and attorneys and to evaluate 
whether the parties consider personal interviews to be a 
productive or helpful means for clarifying issues that 
may not have been clearly communicated in earlier 
written communications. Selection of “interviews” as a 
targeted practice was based in part on isolated com- 
plaints by some examiners that interviews were not 
always productive for them and by some attorneys that 
some examiners are reluctant to hold interviews. 

PTO procedures require that all business with the 
Office be conducted in writing (37 CFR § 1.2). To 
comply with this rule and still accommodate request for 
oral discussions with examiners, it is PTO policy that the 
substance of all personal interviews must be reduced to 
writing (see § 713.04 of the MPEP). Selection of “inter- 
views’ as a targeted practice was also based on concerns 
that the written record include an explanation of the 
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program focused on determining the perceptions of 
examiners and attorneys about interviews. 


E. Responses by Applicant 


This program targeted “responses by applicant” for 
review to determine the extent to which practitioners 
representing patent applicants submit responses to ex- 
aminer actions that are complete and in compliance with 
current rules and procedures. Specific activities under 
this topic, such as the extent to which explanations of 
why claims are considered unobvious over the art cited 
by the examiner and the degree of compliance with 37 
CFR § 1.116 when amendments are presented after a 
final rejection, were selected based upon some com- 
plaints by examiners about attorney responses in these 
areas. 


F. Completeness of the Record 


This program targeted “Completeness of the Record” 
for review based primarily upon the importance of a 
complete file record to those who must review patented 
files and make important decisions based upon the facts 
and determinations therein. The necessity of insuring a 
complete file record has been urged by such diverse 
interests as federal court judges, potential licensees, 
potential infringers, and those attempting to avoid in- 
fringement. 

This topic looks at the extent to which examiners 
insure a complete file record by including a statement of 
reasons for allowance where appropriate, fully and prop- 
erly record the search of the prior art, and check foreign 
priority information for accuracy and completeness. 
This topic does not look at the extent to which examiners 
explain their rejection; see targeted practice A, “Expla- 
nation of Rejections.” The extent to which applicants file 


complete responses iscovered in targeted practice E, 
“Responses by Applicant.” 


G. Compact Prosecution 


This program targeted “Compact Prosecution” for 
review based upon its importance as a key element in 
current PTO efforts to reduce pendency time of applica- 
tions to an average of 18 months. The premise behind 
compact prosecution is that pendency time will be mini- 
mized if each stage of prosecution is fully and thor- 
oughly conducted by both examiners and applicants. 
The demands of such a standard have inevitably led to 
complaints from each side relating to the completeness 
of considerations and the willingness to take that “extra 
step”. Examiners have been criticized for confining 
searches to only what is literally claimed, and for failing 
to indicate possible areas of patentability at the earliest 
possible stage. Applicants have been criticized for fail- 
ure to claim all limitations that might be considered 
patentable prior to the initial search by the examiner, for 
amending the claims to include these limitations only 
after first action, and for failing to correct significant 
formal deficiencies prior to initial examination. 


H. Appeal Practice 


This program targeted “Appeal Practice” for review 
primarily due to the recent and substantial increase in the 
backlog of appealed applications awaiting decision by 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. Primary 
emphasis was placed on determining the extent to which 
appellant’s brief and the examiner’s answer are formally 
complete so that expeditious consideration may be given 
by the Board. 

As a result of the high priority being given by the 
PTO to reduce the backlog of cases at the Board, addi- 
tional survey questions were included to determine the 
extent to which additional requirements beyond those 
currently in effect for the preparation of the appellant’s 
brief and examiner’s answer would be useful to examin- 
ers and the Board. 
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I. Allowances After Appeal Brief 


This program targeted “Allowances after Appeal” for 
review in response to complaints that examiners often 
allow cases after appellant has filed a brief when the 
cases should have been allowed before the brief was 
filed. 


J. Processing Times 


This program targeted “Processing Times” for re- 
view based upon its importance to the PTO goal of 
reducing pendency of patent applications to 18 months. 


DETERMINATION OF CURRENT LEVELS 
OF PERFORMANCE 


The step of determining the current level of performance of 
the targeted practices was accomplished through a number of 
surveys. 

One survey, called the Applications Survey, was an internal 
factual survey that involved selecting a sample of 150 applica- 
tions on a random basis from all the examining groups. A survey 
team, comprising three Supervisory Patent Examiners (SPEs) 
and three reviewers from Qualtiy Review, performed a detailed 
review of the applications according to a questionnaire, which 
was developed with the joint cooperation of the AIPLA Ad Hoc 
Quality Committee. 

A second survey, called the AIPLA Survey, was an opinion 
questionnaire provided by the AIPLA to 5500 of its members. 
The questionnaire was developed jointly with the AIPLA Ad 
Hoc Quality Committee. The AIPLA questionnaire sought the 
perception of the attorneys of the quality of the work performed 
by the Corps relative to the targeted practices. Space was 
provided for the respondents to include comments on the 
questionnaire. Over 1100 attorneys responded to the question- 
naire. 

Another survey, called the Examiners Survey, was also an 
opinion questionnaire provided to all patent examiners and SPEs 
on a voluntary and anonymous basis. The questionnaire queried 
the examiners and SPEs about the practices of the practitioners 
before the PTO. Space was provided for the respondents to 
include comments on the questionnaire. Over 650 responses 
were received. 

A fourth survey, called the Appeals Survey, was also an 
internal factual survey. The questionnaire was developed with 
the cooperation of the AIPLA Ad Hoc Quality Committee. The 
questionnaire sought data about the practices carried out in the 
appeal process in the PTO. For this survey, 60 applications were 
selected on a random basis from all the examining groups. The 
survey team performed a detailed review of the applications 
according to the questionnaire. 

Three other surveys were used to gather data. All of these 
surveys were developed and conducted by the Office of Quality 
Review. Two surveys involved the review of 1878 allowed 
applications concerning information disclosure statements. An- 
other survey involved the review of 290 applications allowed 
after appellant had filed an appeal brief, but before an examiner’s 
answer was prepared. 

Relative to the processing times, PALM reports were used to 
obtain data on the practices targeted for this activity. 


COMPARISON OF CURRENT LEVELS 
TO DESIRED LEVELS 


The step of comparing the current levels of performance to 
the desired or standard levels of performance was accomplished 
by setting out the desired or standard level for each target 
practice. Next, all the information provided by the surveys was 
analyzed for each target practice and compared to the desired or 
standard level for the target practice. The analysis resulted in 
the following general conclusions. (A detailed listing 
of all conclusions for each targeted practice is presented in 
Section VII of Volume I of the Quality Reinforcement Program 
Report.) 


SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS 
A. Explanations of Rejections 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


1. Identification of Statutory Basis for Rejection 

Over 95% of the rejections under 35 USC §§ 103 and 
112, second paragraph (clarity), cited the statutory basis 
for the rejection. With respect to rejections under 35 USC 
§ 102, 92% of the rejections cited the statutory basis. 
Hence, no significant improvement is needed in specify- 
ing the statutory basis of a rejection based on 35 USC §§ 
102, 103 or 112, second paragraph. 

With respect to rejections under 35 USC § 112, first 
paragraph, 14-19% of the rejections based on a non- 
enabling disclosure and 42% of the rejections based on 
new matter failed to cite the statutory basis. Hence, 
improvement is needed in specifying that a rejection, 
based on new matter or the lack of an enabling disclo- 
sure, is under 35 USC § 112, first paragraph. 


2. Explanation of Rejections Based on Prior Art 

Approximately two-thirds of the rejections reviewed 
failed to explain why the claimed invention would have 
been obvious in view of the applied prior art. Over 75% 
of the attorneys responding to the AIPLA survey per- 
ceived rejections under 35 USC § 103 as lacking an 
explanation of why the claimed invention would have 
been obvious. Moreover, 70 comments from attorneys 
(the highest for any topic) were critical of the explana- 
tions of rejections under 35 USC § 103. Hence, signifi- 
cant improvement is needed to assure that rejections 
based on prior art appropriately communicate the ration- 
ale for such rejections. 


3. Explanation of Rejections Under 35 USC § 112, First 
Paragraph, Non-Enabling Disclosure 
Nineteen percent of all the non-enabling disclosure 
rejections reviewed failed to give reasons in support of 
the rejection. Hence, improvement is needed in explain- 
ing why a disclosure is non-enabling. 


4. Explanation of Rejections Under 35 USC §112, First 
Paragraph, New Matter 
With respect to rejections based on new matter, 35% 
of the rejections reviewed failed to pointout the language 
considered to be new matter, and 40% of these rejections 
did not give a reason why the language was considered 
new matter. Hence, significant improvements are needed 
in pointing out the language that is considered to be new 
matter, and explaining why the new matter is not sup- 
ported by the disclosure as originally filed. 


5. Explanation of Rejections Under 35 USC § 112, Second 

Paragraph 

Approximately 90% of the rejections reviewed pointed 
out the claim language considered unclear. Thus, no 
significant improvement is needed in pointing out what 
claim language is considered unclear in rejections under 
the second paragraph of § 112. 

Twenty-three percent of the non-final rejections re- 
viewed failed to explain why the language was consid- 
ered unclear. In final actions, 8% of the rejections failed 
to explain why the language was considered unclear. 
Hence, improvement is needed in explaining why the 
claim language is considered unclear in rejections under 
the second paragraph of § 112. 


6. Alternative Rejections Under 35 USC §§ 102/103 
Three percent of the actions reviewed contained alter- 
native rejections under 35 USC §§ 102, 103. Ten percent 
of the examiners’ answers reviewed contained similar 
rejections. The number of alternative rejections under 
either § 102 or § 103 was sufficiently low so that no 
further action is required. 


B. Final Rejection Practice 


1. Timely Development of Issues in Examiner and Attor- 
ney Communications 

The perception surveys indicate that examiner actions 

and attorney responses leading up to final rejection do 

not adequately develop the issues. The objective Appli- 

cations Survey data indicate that 32% of examiners’ 
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non-final actions do not fully respond to all arguments 
raised by the applicant. Improvement is needed by both 
examiners and attorneys in fully developing the issues 
prior to final. 

Final rejections were found to treat all claims, but were 
deficient in answering all arguments presented by the 
applicant and in treating affidavits and declarations sub- 
mitted to overcome rejections. Improvement is needed 
in responding to all issues raised during the prosecution 
when making a final rejection. 


2. Appropriateness of Final Rejection 


Thirteen percent of the final actions surveyed were 
considered premature. However, 91% of the final rejec- 
tions reviewed were considered to be reasonable. Thirty- 
nine percent of the attorneys responding to the AIPLA 
survey perceived final actions as proper only occasion- 
ally or rarely. 

Though examiners appear to be doing an acceptable 
job in making reasonable and proper final rejections, 
some improvement is needed. However, attorney per- 
ception is substantially lower than the factual findings. 
This may be due to a desire by attorneys for a more liberal 
after final procedure rather than improper examiner 
application of the current procedure. 


3. Advisory Actions 


Advisory actions were found to be mailed in a timely 
manner. 

Thirty-three percent of the amendments filed after 
final were improperly refused entry. Only 46% of the 
attorneys responding to the AIPLA surveyperceived that 
reasons given by examiners for the non-entry of amend- 
ments after final were clear almost always or most of the 
time. Moreover, only 50% of these attorneys perceived 
their response to final rejections to have been given full 
consideration. 

In only 39% of the instances when an amendment to 


existing claims was entered after final did the advisory 
action clearly specify the grounds of rejection applicable 
to the amended claims. 

Hence, significant improvements are needed in assur- 
ing that amendments after final: 


a. are not arbitrarily refused entry, 

b. are given sufficient consideration, and 

c. communicate the ground of rejection for any claim 
amended after the final rejection. 


C. Information Disclosure Statements 
1 .Frequency and Timeliness of Submissions 


Information disclosure statements are submitted ei- 
ther as statements in the specification or as separate 
papers in approximately 60% of the applications. Eighty- 
two percent of the statements are submitted prior to the 
first action. However, 47% are filed more than three 
months from the filing date. In 1978, just after 37 CFR § 
1.56 was amended, only 21% of the statements were 
filed more than three months after the filing date. 
Twelve percent of applications on appeal had state- 
ments filed after the final rejection. Two percent of the 
statements are filed after the application has been al- 
lowed. 

Only 11% of the statements filed more than three 
months after the filing date contained an explanation for 
the delay. 

Hence, significant improvements are needed for as- 
suring that information disclosure statements are filed in 
a timely manner, and with an explanation for the delay 
when filed late. 


2. Submission Includes Explanation of Relevancy of Docu- 


ments 

The explanation of the relevance of the art is substan- 
tially below standard whether the citation is incorporated 
in the specification or is in a separate paper. Hence, 
significant improvement is needed in assuring that ex- 
planations of the relevance of documents cited in infor- 
mation disclosure statements are provided. 
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3. Copy of Documents Supplied 

Copies of cited documents, regardless of type, are not 
provided in approximately 60% of cases when state- 
ments are incorporated into the specification. Even when 
eliminating those statements citing only U.S. patent 
documents, the Applications Survey still shows a 25% 
level of noncompliance for specification-incorporated 
statements. There is a need for improvement in supply- 
ing copies of documents cited in specification-incorpo- 
rated statements. 


4. Translation of Foreign Documents Provided 


Either a translation or a statement that a translation is 
not readily available is generally not provided when the 
citation is incorporated in the specification. While com- 
pliance with the standard is better when the citation is in 
a separate paper, compliance is still poor. Improvement 
is needed. 


5. Form PTO-1449 or Equivalent 


Since the use of PTO form 1449 is not mandatory, this 
section merely reports the degree to which the form is 
voluntarily used and is thus informational only. Form 
PTO-1449 is used in about 70% of disclosure statement 
submissions when the submission is in a separate paper. 
The form is used in about 25% of the disclosure state- 
ments incorporated in the specification. 


6. Miscellaneous 


Examiners considered art submitted prior to first ac- 
tion in 93% of cases reviewed. Improvement is needed to 
insure 100% compliance. 

While the survey results indicate a perception by 
examiners that related copending applications are not 
being fully disclosed, no objective survey data was 
recorded on this topic. Since attorneys are only required 
to cite related applications that are material, the survey 
question does not measure perceived performance against 
the current standard. No conclusions can be reached 
based upon the survey data. 


D. Interviews 


1. Interviews in General 


The results of the AIPLA survey indicate that, of the 
attorneys responding to the survey, 


a. 75% perceived interviews as productive, 

b. 89% perceived interviews to be kept as scheduled, 

c. 68% perceived examiners to be adequately pre- 
pared, and 

d. 85% perceived the interview summary form to be 
completed adequately. 


The results of the Examiners Survey indicate that, of 
the examiners responding to the survey, 


a. 53% perceived interviews as productive, 

b. 96% perceived interviews to be kept as scheduled, 

c. 88% perceived attorneys to be adequately pre- 
pared, and 

d. 67% perceived attorneys as making the substance 
of the interview of record. 


The survey results indicate that attorneys perceive that 
examiners are willing to grant at least one interview if 
timely requested. No need for improvement would ap- 
pear necessary. A substantial number of attorneys (ap- 
proximately 30%) feel that examiners are only occasion- 
ally or rarely willing to discuss and attempt to resolve 
substantive issues at interviews. However,examiners 
often express the desire to reserve commitments until 
after an interview so that full consideration of all points 
could be made. It cannot be concluded from the survey 
data whether examiners could be making more substan- 
tive commitments at interviews. No need for improve- 
ment is indicated. Some improvement is needed by 
attorneys in ensuring that an adequate written record of 
the substance of all interviews is provided. 
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2. Telephone Restriction 


As a general policy, the examiner should telephone 
the attorney of record and request an oral election when 
making a restriction requirement. In 62% of the restric- 
tion requirements reviewed, the policy was followed. 
However, the telephone is not required to be used when 
examiners know that an election will not be made by 
phone. The number of instances of the remaining 38% 
where no restriction was made for this reason was not 
determined. Hence, while it appears that some improve- 
ment is needed, the degree of need for improvement 
cannot be determined without further study. 


E. Responses by Applicant 


1. Responses under 37 CFR § 1.111 


Approximately 90% of the responses reviewed were 
technically fully responsive to Office actions. However, 
the percentage of responses that explained why the 
claimed invention would have been unobvious in view 
of the prior art was significantly lower. Moreover, some 
of the comments from examiners indicate that they feel 
responses often argue references individually rather than 
address the combination of references set forth in the 
prior Office action. At least part of this may be due to the 
lack of an examiner explanation in rejections how refer- 
ences are used and combined. 

Hence, no significant improvement is needed in assur- 
ing that responses under § 1.1 §reat all objections and 
rejections. However, significant improvement is needed 
in assuring that responses include an explanation of why 
it would have been unobvious to combine or modify the 
references in the manner suggested by the examiner. 


2. Responses Under 37 CFR § 1.116 


Only 16% of the amendments filed after a final rejec- 
tion that were reviewed presented a showing of good and 
sufficient reasons why they were necessary and why 
they were not presented earlier. Moreover, 48% of the 
examiners and SPEs responding to the Examiners Sur- 
vey perceived that attorneys generally do not start seri- 
ous prosecution or make substantial amendments until 
after the final rejection. 

Hence, significant improvement is needed in assuring 
that responses under § 1.116 explain why an amendment 
was not presented earlier. 


3. Appeal Briefs—Responses to Rejections 


Ninety-four percent of the briefs reviewed contained 
an explanation why the examiner’s modification of the 
references would have been unobvious. Hence, no sig- 
nificant improvement is needed in assuring that briefs 
adequately communicate why the examiner's rejection 
is considered improper. 


4. Affidavits/Declarations Submitted to Overcome Rejec- 
tions 


Approximately 20% of affidavits/declarations are not 
filed in a timely manner. Hence, improvement is needed 
in assuring that affidavits/declarations are submitted in a 
timely manner. 

Examiner perception of the sufficiency of affidavits to 
either establish proper “nexus” when asserting commer- 
cial success or to present evidence to substantiate an 
allegation of “secondary considerations” was very low, 
indicating a need for at least some attorney improve- 
ment. 


F. Completeness of the Record 


1. Reasons for Allowance 


In 22% of the applications reviewed, the reason for 
allowance was not clear from the record. Moreover, only 
50% of the attorneys responding to the AIPLA Survey 
perceived the reason for allowance made of record by the 
examiner, as clearly establishing why the claims were 
allowed. Hence, significant improvement is needed in 
assuring that the record clearly explain why the claims 
were allowed. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


2. Recordation of Searches 
Eighty-five percent of the applications surveyed had 
search boxes properly filled out by the examiner. Ap- 
proximately 45% of the applications, wherein an auto- 
mated search was made, were lacking information about 
the automated search. Hence, improvements are needed 
in assuring that the search data are recorded in a com- 

plete and accurate manner. 


3. Foreign Priority Data Verified 


The priority/PCT data appearing on the face of the file 
wrapper were not verified in 23% of the applications 
reviewed. Hence, a significant improvement is needed in 
assuring that the priority/PCT data appearing on the file 
jacket are verified. 


G. Compact Prosecution 


1. Adequacy of Applications Prior to First Action 


Applications should be devoid of obvious informali- 
ties. Significant improvement is needed in foreign origin 
applications since 70% of the examiners surveyed per- 
ceived foreign applications as containing substantial 
formal deficiencies almost always or most of the time. 
However, only 16% of the examiners perceived U.S. 
origin applications as containing substantial formal de- 
ficiencies. 

The disclosure should be readily understandable and 
the claims should clearly define the invention to enable 
the examiner to conduct an adequate search. Improve- 
ment is needed in foreign origin applications since 20% 
of the examiners surveyed perceive such applications as 
lacking an adequate disclosure to permit examination 
almost always or most of the time. However, 97% of 
these examiners perceive U.S. origin applications as 
containing an adequate disclosure. 

Claims should be presented that range from the broad- 
est to the most detailed that applicant is willing to accept. 
Substantial improvement is needed in this area since the 
Applications Survey shows that only approximately 
60% of the applications surveyed contained such a range 
of claims. 


2. Searches 


The first search should cover the invention as de- 
scribed and claimed. Substantial improvement is needed 
in conducting a more thorough search at the time of the 
first action since 50% of the applications surveyed re- 
vealed newly applied art in subsequent actions that 
should have been applied in a previous action. 

A search should be made in the issuing class/subclass. 
Improvement is needed in this area because | 1% of the 
allowed applications reviewed did not indicate that the 
issuing class/subclass was searched. 


3. Indication of Allowable Subject Matter 


Examiners should communicate certain aspects or 
features ofapplicant’s invention that if properly claimed 
would receive favorable consideration. Significant im- 
provement is needed in this area since only 59% of the 
applications that were deemed appropriate for an indica- 
tion of allowable subject matter had such an indication. 


H. Appeal Practice 


1. Appellant’s Brief—Format 


Ninety-five percent of the briefs reviewed contained a 
concise explanation of the invention. However, only 
46% of the explanations contained a reference back to 
the drawings and/or specification. Hence. a significant 
improvement is needed in assuring that appellant’s ex- 
planation of the invention refers to the drawing and/or 
specification. Ninety-five percent of the briefs reviewed 
contained a copy of the claims. Hence, no significant 
improvement is needed in assuring that appellants pro- 
vide a copy of the claims on appeal. 

In addition, formal matters that are not currently 
required in briefs were found to be included in the 
surveyed briefs to the following extent, 
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a. 27% of the briefs included a separate summary of 
the issues on appeal, 

b. 53% of the briefs included a citation of the refer- 
ences as well as an explanation of each reference, 

c. 7% of the briefs included a reference back to the 
drawings or specification in the copy of the claims 
presented in the brief; however, 58% of the exam- 
iners surveyed thought that an appeal brief would 
be more useful if the claims on appeal were read on 
the drawings or specification, and 

d. 2% of the briefs pointed out an exemplary claim; 
however 60% of the examiners surveyed thought 
that an appeal brief would be more useful if appel- 
lant is required to state whether all the claims on 
appeal stand or fall together. 


The formal requirements of the brief should be re- 
viewed to determine if these additional requirements 
would improve the manner in which issues on appeal 
and evidence in support thereof are set forth in the 
brief. 


2. Examiner’s Answer—Format 

Ninety percent of the answers surveyed identified the 
status of all the claims in the applications. One hundred 
percent of the answers cited all the references relied upon 
in the appeal and pointed out any deficiencies in the copy 
of the claims provided by appellant. Hence, no signifi- 
cant improvements are needed in the format of the 
examiners’ answers, as measured against the formal 
requirements for examiner’s answers. 

In addition, formal matters that are not currently 
required in examiner’s answers were found to be 
included in the surveyed answers to the following ex- 
tent, 


a. 15% of the answers included a summary of the 
issues on appeal, 

b. 40% of the answers included an explanation of the 
invention, and 

c. 28% of the answers included an explanation of the 
references. 


The formal requirements of the examiner’s answer 
should be reviewed to determine if these additional 
requirements would improve the manner in which issues 
on appeal and evidence in support thereof are set forth in 
the examiner’s answer. 


3. Examiner’s Answer—Completeness 
Seventy-two percent of the answers reviewed re- 
sponded to every significant argument raised in the 
briefs. Hence, a significant improvement is needed in 
assuring that examiners’ answers respond to every sig- 
nificant argument/issue raised by appellants. 


4. Post Examiner’s Answer Practice 
The Appeals Survey shows that a substantial number 
of reply briefs are merely noted with no further comment 
by the examiner. The findings are inconclusive regar- 
dingthe propriety of the reply briefs or whether reply 
briefs are being treated properly by examiners. 


I. Allowance After Appeal Brief 


Thirty-nine percent of applications allowed after an 
appeal brief had been filed were found to have no change 
in appellant’s position. Hence, significant improvement 
is needed in assuring that applications are allowed at the 
earliest appropriate stage of prosecution. 


J. Processing Times 


1. 16 Mailing of Office Actions 
Substantial improvement in mailing Office actions 
earlier than one month from the day when the examiners 
are given credit for the Office action has been accom- 
plished since the inception of the Quality Reinforcement 
Program. 
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2. Mailing of Notices of Allowance 
Substantial improvement in assuring that Notices of 
Allowances are mailed promptly has been accomplished 
since the inception of the Quality Reinforcement Pro- 
gram. 


3. Responses to Amendments After Final 
Substantial improvement in mailing responses to 
amendments after final has been accomplished since the 
inception of the Quality Reinforcement Program. 


Perceptions 


In addition to reaching conclusions on the current level of 
performance of each target practice, the program determined the 
opinions of patent examiners and representatives of applicants 
on various topics involved in the examination process. A sum- 
mary of their perceptions is presented below. 

Examiner legal proficiency was perceived by attor- 
neys to be in definite need of improvement. 

Examiner technical competency, care in doing the 
job, and neatness of attire were perceived by attorneys as 
more positive than negative, but in need of improve- 
ment. 

Clerical competency and care in doing the job were 
perceived by attorneys to be in definite need of improve- 
ment. 

Clerical functions including neatness of attire, coop- 
erativeness, courteousness and availability were per- 
ceived as being more positive than negative, but with 
substantial room for improvement. 

Attorney handling of foreign origin applications was 
perceived by examiners to be deficient in preparation of 
the case for examination. Attorney practices including 
continued prosecution after final, interview practice, 
submission of information disclosure statements and 
explanation of reasons for disagreement with § 103 
rejections were also of concern to examiners. 


[1078 OG 22} 


Diligence in Filing Petitions to Revive 
and Petitions te Withdraw 
the Holding of Abandonment 


Once an application becomes inadvertently abandoned, it is 
incumbent on applicant to act with diligence in providing the 
response necessary to continue prosecution. Petitions to revive 
or to withdraw the holding of abandonment must be filed promptly 
after applicant is notified or otherwise becomes aware of the 
abandonment. Unless and until the Commissioner accepts 
applicant’s response as sufficient and complete to revive the 
application or to withdraw the holding of abandonment, the 
application remains abandoned and the burden continues to rest 
with applicant to exercise diligence. 

Some practitioners have demonstrated a lack of diligence in 
filing or renewing a petition to revive or a petition to withdraw 
the holding of abandonment. This appears to have been a con- 
scious decision on the practitioners’ part based on the belief that 
any delay in filing or renewing a petition could be cured by filing 
a terminal disclaimer equivalent to the period of delay in pros- 
ecuting the application. While the Office does have a policy of 
requiring a terminal disclaimer in those situations where there 
has been a delay of more than six months in filing a grantable 
petition to revive an application that has become abandoned [37 
CFR 1.137(c), 1.316(d) and 1.317(c)], the terminal disclaimer 
has never been authorized or set forth in the rules as a substitute 
for diligence. Indeed, such an interpretation would be contrary to 
the traditional concept of reasonable diligence and is contrary to 
the explicit requirement of 37 CFR 1.137(a), 1.155(b), 1.181(6), 
1.316(b) and 1.137(b) that a petition to revive be filed promptly. 
See In re Application of Takao, 17 USPQ2d 1155 (Comm’r. 
1990). 


JAMES E. DENNY 
Assistant Commissioner for 
Patents-designate 


[1124 OG 23] 
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(53) Patent and Trademark Office 


37 CFR Part 1 


Changes in Procedures for Revival of Patent 
Applications and Reinstatement of Patents 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent cases to: modify the petition 
requirements for reviving abandoned applications; extend the 
provisions for revival under the unintentional standard to appli- 
cations abandoned under §1.53(d); modify the requirements for 
a petition to accept late payment of a maintenance fee filed more 
than six months after expiration of a patent; modify the require- 
ments for a petition to accept unavoidably delayed payment of a 
maintenance fee; and provide for reinstatement of a patent where 
the delay in timely payment of a maintenance fee was uninten- 
tional. The Office is also establishing the amount for the sur- 
charge for accepting a maintenance fee after expiration of a 
patent for non-timely payment of a maintenance fee where the 
delay in payment is shown to the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioner to have been uninientional. 

Effective Date: Sept. 20, 1993. These rules will be applicable to 
all papers filed with the Office on or after the effective date. 
For Further Information Contact: Jeffrey V. Nase by telephone 
at (703) 305-9282 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents, 
Box DAC, Washington, D.C. 20231 

Supplementary Information: Ina Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register (57 FR 41899) on Sept. 14, 
1992, and in the Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette 
(1143 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 8) on October 6, 1992, the Office 
proposed to amend §§1.17, 1.137, 1.155, 1.316, 1.317 and 
1.378. In an Interim Rule published in the Federal Register (57 
FR 56448 on November 30, 1992, and in the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office Official Gazette (1145 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 339) on 
December 8, 1992, the Office, pursuant to Public Law 102-444 
enacted October 23, 1992, established interim rules for reinstate- 
ment of a patent where the delay in timely payment of a mainte- 
nance fee was unintentional. The Office also established the 
amount for the surcharge for accepting a maintenance fee after 
expiration of a patent for non-timely payment of a maintenance 
fee where the delay in payment was shown to the satisfaction of 
the Commissioner to have been unintentional. No oral hearing 
was held. 


DISCUSSION OF SPECIFIC SECTIONS TO BE CHANGED 
OR ADDED: 


(1) Post issuance fees.(§1.20) 
Section 1.20(i) is amended to add a $1,500 surcharge fee for 


accepting the unintentionally delayed payment of a maintenance 
fee. 


(2) Unavoidable or unintentional abandonment of an applica- 
tion 


Sections 1.137, 1.155, 1.316 and | 317 each provide for 
petitions to the Commissioner for relief from failure to timely 
comply with a requirement of the Office. Section 1.137 provides 
for petitions to revive patent applications abandoned for failure 
to prosecute where the delay in prosecution was unavoidable 
($1.137(a)) or the delay was unintentional (§1.137(b)). Section 
1.155 provides for petitions for acceptance of late payment of 
issue fees in applications for design patents as though no aban- 
donment had ever occurred where the delay in payment was 
unavoidable (§1.155(b)) or unintentional (§1.155(c)). Section 
1.316 provides for petitions for acceptance of late payment of 
issue fees in applications for patent as though no abandonment 
had ever occurred where the delay in payment was unavoidable 
($1.316(b)) or unintentional (§1.316(c)). Section 1.317 provides 
for acceptance of late payment of the balance of issue fees in 
patents as though no lapse had ever occurred where the delay in 
payment was unavoidable (§1.317(b)) or unintentional 
($1.317(c)). 

In order to obtain relief under the unavoidable standard in the 
above-noted sections, the regulations continue to require the 
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filing of a terminal disclaimer if the petition is filed more than six 
months after the date of abandonment. See §§1.137(c), 1.155(d), 
1.316(d) and 1.317(d). The terminal disclaimer must disclaim a 
period equivalent to the period of abandonment. The period of 
abandonment is considered to be the number of months lapsed 
from the date of abandonment until the date of filing of a 
grantable petition. 

Sections 1.137(c), 1.155(d) and 1.316(d) are amended to 
reflect the current practice that a terminal disclaimer filed for the 
purpose of reviving an application also applies to a patent 
granted on any continuing application entitled to the benefit of 
the filing date of the subject application under 35 U.S.C. 120. 

Applicants may petition under the provisions of §1.183 for a 
waiver of the requirement that a period equivalent to the period 
of abandonment be disclaimed if it can be shown that an extraor- 
dinary situation exists in which justice requires waiver of this 
requirement. 

If petitions under the above-noted sections were not grantable 
because of insufficient evidence or petitioner’ s failure to comply 
with certain requirements, the Office dismissed the petitions. 
The dismissal indicated any missing items and warned petition- 
ers that any renewed petition seeking reconsideration must be 
filed promptly. While the promptness requirement was not 
precisely defined, §1.181(f) requires the filing of petitions within 
two months from an action complained of in order to avoid 
possible dismissal of the petition on the grounds that it was not 
timely filed. The above-noted sections are being amended to 
specify a two-month period or such time as may be set in the 
dismissal as being the appropriate deadline for requesting recon- 
sideration. In those situations where petitioners require more 
time to gather additional evidence or items needed for reconsid- 
eration, an extension of time of up to four months may be 
obtained under the provisions of §1.136(a). The filing of a 
renewed petition within the period specified in the decision or 
within the extended period permitted under §1.136 will satisfy 
the promptness requirement of petitions under the unavoidable 
standard. 

Upon failure to timely file a renewed petition under the 
unavoidable standard, the Office will require a showing of 
unavoidable delay for the entire period of abandonment. To be 
entitled to relief under the unavoidable standard, petitioner must 
be able to show unavoidable delay from a time prior to abandon- 
ment to the filing of a grantable petition. Jn re Application of 
Takeo, 17 USPQ2d 1155 (Comm’r Pat. 1990). Upon failure to 
timely file a renewed petition under the unintentional standard 
(see §§1.137(d), 1.155(e), 1.316(e) and 1.317(e)), petitioner 
may be subject to a loss of the right to proceed under the 
unintentional standard if more than one year lapsed between the 
date of abandonment and the date the renewed petition is filed. 

The unintentional provisions specified in §1.137(b) will apply 
to applications abandoned under §1.53(d). Effective Nov. 5, 
1990, the Commissioner waived, under §1.183, the exception 
specified in §1.137(b) as to applicability of petitions under the 
unintentional standards to applications abandoned under 
§1.53(d). See “Petitions to Revive Patent Applications Waiver of 
Provisions of 37 CFR §1.137(b)”, 1121 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 6 
(Dec. 4, 1990). Section 1.137(b) is amended to incorporate this 
new practice into the regulations. 

The Office is amending §1.137(b) to clearly require applicant 
to state that the delay was unintentional, rather than the abandor- 
ment was unintentional. The Office has withdrawn its proposal 
that would have amended the rules of practice to require a 
terminal disclaimer if a grantable petition to reinstate an aban- 
doned application was not filed within six months from the date 
of abandonment. The terminal disclaimer proposal was with- 
drawn because of the burden that such a requirement would 
impose on applicants and the Office and because it is unneces- 
sary to achieve its intended purpose. The Office had suggested 
the terminal disclaimer proposa! to ensure that any petition to 
revive was promptly filed. However, the proposed terminal 
disclaimer requirement is unnecessary to ensure prompt filing of 
the petition to revive since the first sentence of §1.137(b) states 
that an application may be revived if the delay was unintentional. 
Accordingly, the specific requirements for the unintentional 
petition to revive have been amended to correspond to the 
existing rule provision that revival is available if the delay was 
unintentional, not just that the abandonment was unintentional. 
A person seeking revival should not make a statement that the 
delay was unintentional unless the entire delay, including the 
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delay from the date it was discovered that the application was 
abandoned up until the petition to revive was actually filed, was 
unintentional. For example, a statement that the delay was 
unintentional would not be proper when applicant becomes 
aware of an abandonment and then intentionally delays filing a 
petition to revive the application under §1.137. 

The Office adopted a policy wherein, under certain strictly 
limited conditions, the one-year period for requesting revival of 
an unintentionally abandoned application could be waived. 
Accordingly, the prohibition against requests for waiver found 
in §§1.137(b), 1.155(c), 1.316(c) and 1.317(c) has been deleted. 
See “Petitions Under 37 CFR 1.183 to Waive the One Year Time 
Period Requirement in 37 CFR 1.137(b), 1.155(c) and 1.316(c)” 
at 1059 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 4 (Oct. 1, 1985). However, appli- 
cants are cautioned that waiver of the one-year deadline under 
the unintentional standard will continue to be subject to strictly 
limited conditions. 


(3) Issue and term of design patents (§1.155) 


Section 1.155 is amended to be consistent with the changes to 
§1.137. Paragraph (b) of §1.155 is further modified to correct a 
typographical error. In the reference to the fee in §1.17(1), the 
letter (1) should have appeared instead of the numeral (1). 


(4) Application abandoned for failure to pay issue fee ($1.316) 


Section 1.316 is amended to be consistent with the changes to 
§1.137. Paragraph (b) of §1.316 is further modified to correct a 
typographical error. In the reference to the fee in §1.17(1), the 
letter (1) should have appeared instead of the numeral (1). 


(5) Lapsed Patents; delayed payment of balance of issue fee 
(§1.317) 


Section 1.317 contains a provision regarding issue fees paid 
prior to October 1, 1982. Prior to that date, the Office charged an 
initial base issue fee and, depending on the size of the specifica- 
tion and drawings printed, billed applicants for a balance of issue 
fee due. Subsequent to Oct. 1, 1982, all applicants were required 
to pay the same issue fee regardless of the size of the specifica- 
tion and drawings. Reference to the date in §1.317 is being 
deleted at this point in time since it is no longer relevant to 
pending applications. However, practice under this section con- 
tinues to be relevant when a fee change becomes effective before 
payment is received 

In order to satisfy the requirement of 35 U.S.C. 151, the Office 
mails out a Notice of Allowance which specifies the sum of the 
issue fee due. When the issue fee amount is changed, the sum 
specified on the Notice of Allowance is at times different from 
that required at the time payment is actually received in the 
Office. If applicants submit issue fee payments in the amount 
specified on the Notice of Allowance after the effective date of 
a fee increase, then a balance of issue fee is due. The Office will 
accept payment of the amount specified on the Notice of Allow- 
ance and process the application into a patent. In accordance 
with 35 U.S.C. 151 and 37 CFR 1.317, a notice is sent to 
applicants requesting payment of the balance of the issue fee due 
(the difference between the fee due at time of receipt of payment 
in the Office and the fee specified on the Notice of Allowance) 
and setting a three-month period for payment. See /n re Mills, 12 
USPQ2d 1847 (Comm’r Pat. 1989). Failure to pay the balance of 
the issue fee within the specified three-month period will result 
in lapse of the patent. Therefore, the reference to Oct. 1, 1982, in 
§1.317 is being replaced by language specifying the conse- 
quences of failure to pay the issue fee due at the time payment is 
made. 

Section 1.317 is amended to be consistent with the changes in 
§1.137. Paragraph (b) of §1.317 is further modified to correct a 
typographical error. In the reference to the fee in §1.17(1), the 
letter (1) should have appeared instead of the numeral (1). 


(6) Delayed payment of a maintenance fee (§1.378) 


Public Law 102-444 amends subsection 41(c)(1) of title 35, 
United States Code, to permit the Commissioner to accept late 
payment of any maintenance fee filed within twenty-four months 
after the six-month grace period, if the delay in payment is shown 
to the satisfaction of the Commissioner to have been uninten- 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 99 
(53) 


tional. In order to implement Public Law 102-444, paragraphs 
(a) and (c) of §1.378 are amended to permit the filing of a petition 
to accept late payment of a maintenance fee, where the delay in 
payment was unintentional. 

In addition to the timeliness deadline set forth in the preceding 
paragraph, a petition filed under the unintentional standard of 
§1.378(c) would have to include the required maintenance fee 
set forth in §1.20 (e) through (g), the surcharge for an uninten- 
tionally expired patent as set forth in §1.20(i)(2), and a statement 
that the delay in payment of the maintenance fee was uninten- 
tional. 

A person seeking reinstatement of an expired patent should 

not make a statement that the delay in payment of the mainte- 
nance fee was unintentional unless the entire delay, including the 
delay from the date it was discovered that the maintenance fee 
was not paid timely up until the maintenance fee was actually 
paid, was unintentional. For example, a statement that the delay 
in payment of the maintenance fee was unintentional would not 
be proper when patentee becomes aware of an unintentional 
failure to timely pay the maintenance fee and then intentionally 
delays filing a petition for reinstatement of the patent under 
SJ .378. 
8 Petitions to accept delayed payment of a maintenance fee in an 
expired patent, prior to enactment of Public Law 102-444, 
required a showing of unavoidable delay. In the case of petitions 
filed more than six months after expiration of a patent, former 
§1.378(c) further required a showing that the failure to timely 
pay the maintenance fee was beyond the control of the patentee. 
The Office had determined that the “beyond the control” stan- 
dard did not find adequate support in the relevant statute (35 
U.S.C. 41(c)) or in the legislative history of Public Law 97-247. 
See “Acceptance of Delayed Payment of Maintenance Fees in 
Expired Patents”, 1115 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 18 (June 12, 1990). 
Therefore, former §1.378(c) has been deleted in its entirety to be 
replaced by the unintentional delay provisions discussed above. 
Additionally, §1.378(b) is amended to provide that the unavoid- 
able delay provisions are available at any time following expira- 
tion of a patent for failure to pay a maintenance fee. 

Furthermore, the practice of accepting late payment of main- 
tenance fees is modified to be more analogous to the practice of 
reviving abandoned applications and accepting late payment of 
issue fees. Additionally, the public interest is best served by 
prompt reinstatement of a patent in which there was an unavoid- 
able or unintentional delay in the timely payment of the mainte- 
nance fee. 

The requirements for a petition to accept late payment of a 
maintenance fee, where the delay was unavoidable, are outlined 
in paragraph (b) of §1.378. In addition to the maintenance fee 
and surcharge previously required, paragraph (b) is amended to 
require prompt filing of a petition after the patentee is notified, or 
otherwise becomes aware, of the expiration of the patent. 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


Four comments were received. 
Comment |: One comment questioned the time limits in pro- 
posed §1.378(c)(5). 
Reply: The proposed time limits will not be adopted because 
Public Law 102-444 sets the time limit for filing a petition to 
accept the delayed payment of a maintenance fee at twenty-four 
months after the six-month grace period provided in 35 U.S.C. 
4l(c). 
Comment 2: One comment questioned the proposed terminal 
disclaimer requirement for petitions to revive an abandoned 
application under the unintentional standard. 
Reply: The proposed terminal disclaimer requirement for peti- 
tions to revive an abandoned application under the unintentional 
standard will not be adopted. First, it has been determined that the 
proposed terminal disclaimer requirement would have created 
an unduly complex procedure for both the applicant and the 
Office. Second, the terminal disclaimer requirement is unneces- 
sary to address a delay in filing a petition for unintentional 
abandonment since §1.137(b) already indicates that the applica- 
tion may be revived if the delay was unintentional. If a delay in 
filing a petition was intentional, the petition would be denied. 
Third, the requirements for a petition have been amended to add 
the requirement for a statement that the delay in responding was 
unintentional so as to be consistent with the requirements of the 
first sentence of §1.137(b). Finally, applicants are cautioned 
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against intentionally delaying the filing of a petition to revive an 
abandoned application because it may preclude any revival from 
an abandoned status. Applicants have delayed filing a petition 
under the unintentional standard until after expiration of the one- 
year period because of a miscalculation of the one-year period. 
This miscalculation resulted in the applicant being unable to 
show that the delay was unavoidable. /n re Application of S, 8 
USPQ2d 1630 (Comm’r Pat. 1988). 

Comment 3: One comment questioned whether Public Law 102- 
444 and therefore 37 CFR 1.378(c) were applicable to patents 
that had expired prior to Oct. 23, 1992, for failure to timely pay 
the required maintenance fee. 

Reply: Section 1.378 has been established in accordance with the 
statutory mandate. Public Law 102-444 and 37 CFR 1.378(c) are 
effective as to any patent that would be covered by the literal 
language of the sections. Public Law 102-444 and interim rule 37 
CFR 1.378(c) were effective Oct. 23, 1992. Since Public Law 
102-444 provides up to a twenty-four month period after the six- 
month grace period provided in 35 U.S.C. 41(c) to seek reinstate- 
ment of an expired patent where the delay was unintentional, any 
patent that expired on or after Oct. 23, 1990, for failure to timely 
pay a maintenance fee is eligible for relief under 37 CFR 
1.378(c). However, it should be noted that a petition to reinstate 
an unintentionally expired patent, the required maintenance fee, 
and the unintentional surcharge (37 CFR 1.20(i)(2)) must be 
filed within twenty-four months after the six-month grace period 
to be eligible for relief under the new unintentional provision. 
Comment 4: One comment protested that the $1,500 surcharge 
established in §1.20(i)(2) was too high. 

Reply: The $1,500 surcharge established in § 1 .20(i)(2) is proper. 
The amount of $1,500 was determined by considering: (1) the 
$1,170 petition fee for reinstating an unintentionally abandoned 
patent application, (2) the relationship imposed by statute be- 
tween the $1,170 petition fee for reinstating an unintentionally 
abandoned patent application and the $110 petition fee for 
reinstating an unavoidably abandoned patent application, and 
(3) the $620 surcharge for reinstating an unavoidably expired 
patent. Additionally, the Office noted in its original request for 
comments on the desirability of permitting acceptance of unin- 
tentionally delayed payment of maintenance fees (see 1089 Off. 
Gaz. Pat. Office 55, April 26, 1988) that the surcharge to accept 
an unintentionally delayed payment of a maintenance fee would 
be substantially higher than the surcharge to accept an unavoid- 
ably delayed payment of a maintenance fee. Not only was there 
no comment adverse to the suggestion of a higher fee, one 
comment suggested that the surcharge to accept an unintention- 
ally delayed payment of a maintenance fee be set extremely high 
so that the Office could be assured that the late payment was, in 
fact, unintentional. The Office, after taking all of the above into 
consideration, determined that $1,500 was an appropriate amount 
to charge as the surcharge to accept an unintentionally delayed 
payment of a maintenance fee. 

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The rule change is in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq., Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The principal 
impact of these changes is to incorporate Public Law 102-444 
into the regulations and will give relief to many small entities that 
do not now have a mechanism to reinstate their expired patent. 

The Office has determined that this rule change is not a major 
rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on the 
economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no major 
increase in costs or prices for consumers; individuals; industries; 
Federal, state or local government agencies; or geographic 
regions. There will be no significant adverse effects on compe- 
tition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or on 
the ability of United States-based enterprises to compete with 
foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

The Office has also determined that this notice has no Feder- 
alism implications affecting the relationship between the Na- 
tional Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 
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These rule changes contain a collection of information re- 
quirements subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq., which have previously been approved by the 
Office of Management and Budget under Control Nos. 0651- 
0016 and 0651-0031. The public reporting burden for these 
collections of information for abandoned applications and de- 
layed maintenance fees is estimated to average 1.0 hour each 
including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing 
data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and 
completing and reviewing the collections of information. Send 
comments regarding these burden estimates, or any other aspect 
of these collections of information, including suggestions for 
reducing the burden, to Jeffrey V. Nase, Office of the Assistant 
Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, Washington, D.C. 20231; 
and to the Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office 
of Management and Budget, Washington, D.C. 20503 (ATTN: 
Paperwork Reduction Act Project 0651-0011 and 0651-0016). 


List of Subjects 37 CFR Part 1 

Administrative practice and procedure, Freedom of informa- 
tion, Inventions and patents, Reporting and record keeping 
requirements. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 35 U.S.C. 6, Part | of title 37 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations is amended as set forth below. 


PART | - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | would continue to 
read as follows: 

Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 

2. Section |.20 is amended by revising paragraph (i) to read as 
follows: 


§1.20 Post issuance fees. 


ee e£4% 


(i) Surcharge for accepting a maintenance fee after expiration of 
a patent for non-timely paym: nt of a maintenance fee where the 
delay in payment is shown ‘o the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioner to have been 
(1) unavoidable 
(2) unintentional 


$620.00 
$1,500.00 


keke KS 


3. Section 1.137 is revised to read as follows: 
(a) §1.137 Revival of abandoned application. 


(a) An application abandoned for failure to prosecute may be 
revived as a pending application if it is shown to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioner that the delay was unavoidable. A petition 
to revive an abandoned application must be promptly filed after 
the applicant is notified of, or otherwise becomes aware of, the 
abandonment, and must be accompanied by: 

(1) a proposed response to continue prosecution of that 
application, or the filing of a continuing application, unless 
either has been previously filed; 

(2) the petition fee as set forth in §1.17(1); and 

(3) a showing that the delay was unavoidable. The showing 
must be a verified showing if made by a person not registered to 
practice before the Patent and Trademark Office. 

(b) An application unintentionally abandoned for failure to 
prosecute may be revived as a pending application if the delay 
was unintentional. A petition to revive an unintentionally aban- } 
doned application must be: ! 

(1) accompanied by a proposed response to continue pros- 
ecution of that application, or the filing of a continuing applica- } 
tion, unless either has been previously filed; | 

(2) accompanied by the petition fee as set forth in §1.17(m); ] 

(3) accompanied by a statement that the delay was uninten- 4 
tional. The statement must be a verified statement if made by a 
person not registered to practice before the Patent and Trade- 7 
mark Office. The Commissioner may require additional infor- 9 
mation where there is a question whether the delay was uninten- J 
tional; and 

(4) filed either: 
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(i) within one year of the date on which the application 
became abandoned; or 

(ii) within three months of the date of the first decision 
on a petition to revive under paragraph (a) of this section which 
was filed within one year of the date on which the application 
became abandoned. 

(c) Any petition pursuant to paragraph (a) of this section not 
filed within six months of the date of abandonment of the 
application, must be accompanied by a terminal disclaimer with 
fee under §1.321 dedicating to the public a terminal part of the 
term of any patent granted thereon equivalent to the period of 
abandonment of the application. The terminal disclaimer must 
also apply to any patent granted on any continuing application 
entitled under 35 U.S.C. 120 to the benefit of the filing date of the 
application for which revival is sought. 

(d) Any request for reconsideration or review of a decision 
refusing to revive an application upon petition filed pursuant to 
paragraphs (a) or (b) of this section, to be considered timely, must 
be filed within two months of the decision refusing to revive or 
within such time as set in the decision. 

(e) The time periods set forth in this section cannot be ex- 
tended, except that the three-month period set forth in paragraph 
(b)(4)(ii) and the time period set forth in paragraph (d) of this 
section may be extended under the provisions of §1.136. 


4. Section 1.155 is amended by revising paragraphs (b) through 
(d) and adding paragraphs (e) and (f) to read as follows: 


§1.155 Issue and term of design patents. 


eee 4% 


(b) The Commissioner may accept the payment of the issue fee 
later than three months after the mailing of the notice of allow- 
ance as though no abandonment had ever occurred if upon 
petition the delay in payment is shown to have been unavoidable. 
The petition to accept the delayed payment must be promptly 
filed after the applicant is notified of, or otherwise becomes 
aware of, the abandonment, and must be accompanied by: 

(1) the issue fee, unless it has been previously submitted; 

(2) the fee for delayed payment (§1.17(1)); and 

(3) a showing that the delay was unavoidable. The showing 
must be a verified showing if made by a person not registered to 
practice before the Patent and Trademark Office. 

(c) The Commissioner may, upon petition, accept the payment 
of the issue fee later than three months after the mailing of the 
notice of allowance as though no abandonment had ever oc- 
curred if the delay in payment was unintentional. The petition to 
accept the delayed payment must be: 

(1) accompanied by the issue fee, unless it has been 
previously submitted; 

(2) accompanied by the fee for unintentionally delayed 
payment (§1.17(m)); 

(3) accompanied by a statement that the delay was uninten- 
tional. The statement must be a verified statement if made by a 
person not registered to practice before the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office. The Commissioner may require additional infor- 
mation where there is a question whether the delay was uninten- 
tional; and 

(4) filed either: 

(i) within one year of the date on which the application 
became abandoned; or 

(ii) within three months of the date of the first decision 
on a petition under paragraph (b) of this section which was filed 
within one year of the date on which the application became 
abandoned. 

(d) Any petition pursuant to paragraph (b) of this section not 
filed within six months of the date of abandonment of the 
application, must be accompanied by a terminal disclaimer with 
iee under §1.321 dedicating to the public a terminal part of the 
term of any patent granted thereon equivalent to the period of 
abandonment of the application. The terminal disclaimer must 
also apply to any patent granted on any continuing application 
entitled under 35 U.S.C. 120 to the benefit of the filing date of the 
application for which revival is sought. 

(e) Any request for reconsideration or review of a decision 
refusing to accept the delayed payment upon petition filed 
pursuant to paragraphs (b) or (c) of this section, to be considered 
timely, must be filed within two months of the decision refusing 
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to accept the delayed payment or within such time as set in the 
decision. 

(f) The time periods set forth in this section cannot be ex- 
tended, except that the three-month period set forth in paragraph 
(c)(4)(i) of this section and the time period set forth in paragraph 
(e) of this section may be extended under the provisions of § 
1.136. 


5. Section 1.316is amended by revising paragraphs (b) through 
(d) and adding paragraphs (e) and (f) to read as follows: 


§1.316 Application abandoned for failure to pay issue fee. 


ee#e4% 


(b) The Commissioner may accept the payment of the issue fee 
later than three months after the mailing of the notice of allow- 
ance as though no abandonment had ever occurred if upon 
petition the delay in payment is shown to have been unavoidable. 
The petition to accept the delayed payment must be promptly 
filed after the applicant is notified of, or otherwise becomes 
aware of, the abandonment, and must be accompanied by: 

(1) the issue fee, unless it has been previously submitted; 

(2) the fee for delayed payment (§1.17(1)); and 

(3) a showing that the delay was unavoidable. The showing must 
be a verified showing if made by a person not registered to 
practice before the Patent and Trademark Office. 

(c) The Commissioner may, upon petition, accept the payment 
of the issue fee later than three months after the mailing of the 
notice of allowance as though no abandonment had ever oc- 
curred if the delay in payment was unintentional. The petition to 
accept the delayed payment must be: 

(1) accompanied by the issue fee, unless it has been 
previously submitted; 

(2) accompanied by the fee for unintentionally delayed 
payment (§1.17(m)); 

(3) accompanied by a statement that the delay was uninten- 
tional. The statement must be a verified statement if made by a 
person not registered to practice before the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office. The Commissioner may require additional infor- 
mation where there is a question whether the delay was uninten- 
tional; and 

(4) filed either: 

(i) within one year of the date on which the application 
became abandoned; or 

(ii) within three months of the date of the first decision 
on a petition under paragraph (b) of this section which was filed 
within one year of the date on which the application became 
abandoned. 

(d) Any petition pursuant to paragraph (b) of this section not 
filed within six months of the date of abandonment of the 
application, must be accompanied by a terminal disclaimer with 
fee under §1.321 dedicating to the public a terminal part of the 
term of any patent granted thereon equivalent to the period of 
abandonment of the application. The terminal disclaimer must 
also apply to any patent granted on any continuing application 
entitled under 35 U.S.C. 120 to the benefit of the filing date of the 
application for which revival is sought. 

(e) Any request for reconsideration or review of a decision 
refusing to accept the delayed payment upon petition filed 
pursuant to paragraphs (b) or (c) of this section, to be considered 
timely, must be filed within two months of the decision refusing 
to accept the delayed payment or within such time as set in the 
decision. 

(f) The time periods set forth in this section cannot be ex- 
tended, except that the three-month period set forth in paragraph 
(c)(4)(ii) of this section and the time period set forth in paragraph 
(e) of this section may be extended under the provisions of § 
1.136 


6. Section 1.317 is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.317 Lapsed patents; delayed payment of the balance of 
issue fee. 


(a) If the issue fee paid is the amount specified in the Notice of 
Allowance, but a higher amount is required at the time the issue 
fee is paid, any remaining balance of the issue fee is to be paid 
within three months from the date of notice thereof and, if not 
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paid, the patent will lapse at the termination of the three-month 
period. 

(b) The Commissioner may accept the payment of the remain- 
ing balance of the issue fee later than three months after the 
mailing of the notice thereof as though no lapse had ever 
occurred if upon petition the delay in payment is shown to have 
been unavoidable. The petition to accept the delayed payment 
must be promptly filed after the applicant is notified of, or 
otherwise becomes aware of, the lapse, and must be accompa- 
nied by: 

(1) the remaining balance of the issue fee, unless it has been 
previously submitted; 

(2) the fee for delayed payment (§1.17(1)); and 

(3) ashowing that the delay was unavoidable. The showing 
must be a verified showing if made by a person not registered to 
practice before the Patent and Trademark Office. 

(c) The Commissioner may, upon petition, accept the payment 
of the remaining balance of the issue fee later than three months 
after the mailing of the notice thereof as though no lapse had ever 
occurred if the delay in payment was unintentional. The petition 
to accept the delayed payment must be: 

(1) accompanied by the remaining balance of the issue fee, 
unless it has been previously submitted; 

(2) accompanied by the fee for unintentionally delayed 
payment (§1.17(m)); 

(3) accompanied by a statement that the delay was uninten- 
tional. The statement must be a verified statement if made by a 
person not registered to practice before the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office. The Commissioner may require additional infor- 
mation where there is a question whether the delay in payment 
was unintentional; and 

(4) filed either: 

(i) within one year of the date on which the patent 
lapsed; or 

(ii) within three months of the date of the first decision 
on a petition under paragraph (b) of this section which was filed 
within one year of the date on which the patent lapsed. 

(d) Any petition pursuant to paragraph (b) of this section not 
filed within six months of the date of lapse of the patent, must be 
accompanied by a terminal disclaimer with fee under §1.321 
dedicating to the public a terminal part of the term of the patent 
equivalent to the period of lapse of the patent. 

(e) Any request for reeonsideration or review of a decision 
refusing to accept the delayed payment upon petition filed 
pursuant to paragraphs (b) or (c) of this section, to be considered 
timely, must be filed within two months of the decision refusing 
to accept the delayed payment or within such time as set in the 
decision. 

(f) The time periods set forth in this section cannot be ex- 
tended, except that the three-month period set forth in paragraph 
(c)(4)(ii) and the time period set forth in paragraph (e) of this 
section may be extended under the provisions of §1.136. 


7. Section 1.378, paragraphs (a), (b), (c) and (e) are revised to 
read as follows: 


§1.378 Acceptance of delayed payment of maintenance fee in 
expired patent to reinstate patent. 


(a) The Commissioner may accept the payment of any main- 
tenance fee due on a patent after expiration of the patent if, upon 
petition, the delay in payment of the maintenance fee is shown to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner to have been unavoidable 
(paragraph (b) of this section) or unintentional (paragraph (c) of 
this section) and if the surcharge required by §1.20(i) is paid as 
a condition of accepting payment of the maintenance fee. If the 
Commissioner accepts payment of the maintenance fee upon 
petition, the patent shall be considered as not having expired, but 
will be subject to the conditions set forth in 35 U.S.C. 41(c)(2). 

(b) Any petition to accept an unavoidably delayed payment of 
a maintenance fee filed under paragraph (a) of this section must 
include: 

(1) the required maintenance fee set forth in §1.20(e) 
through (g) 

(2) the surcharge set forth in §1.20(i)(1); and 

(3) a showing that the delay was unavoidable since reason- 
able care was taken to ensure that the maintenance fee would be 
paid timely and that the petition was filed promptly after the 
patentee was notified of, or otherwise became aware of, the 
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expiration of the patent. The showing must enumerate the steps 
taken to ensure timely payment of the maintenance fee, the date 
and the manner in which patentee became aware of the 
expiration of the patent, and the steps taken to file the petition 
promptly. 

(c) Any petition to accept an unintentionally delayed payment 
of a maintenance fee filed under paragraph (a) of this section 
must be filed within twenty-four months after the six-month 
grace period provided in §1.362(e) and must include: 

(1) the required maintenance fee set forth in §1.20 (e) 
through (g); 

(2) the surcharge set forth in §1.20(i)(2); and 

(3) a statement that the delay in payment of the mainte- 
nance fee was unintentional. 


eee * 


(e) Reconsideration of a decision refusing to accept a mainte- 
nance fee upon petition filed pursuant to paragraph (a) of this 
section may be obtained by filing a petition for reconsideration 
within two months of, or such other time as set in, the decision 
refusing to accept the delayed payment of the maintenance fee. 
Any such petition for reconsideration must be accompanied by 
the petition fee set forth in §1.17(h). After decision on the 
petition for reconsideration, no further reconsideration or review 
of the matter will be undertaken by the Commissioner. If the 
delayed payment of the maintenance fee is not accepted, the 
maintenance fee and the surcharge set forth in §1.20(i) will be 
refunded foltowing the decision on the petition for reconsidera- 
tion, or after the expiration of the time for filing such a petition 
for reconsideration, if none is filed. Any petition fee under this 
section will not be refunded unless the refusal to accept and 
record the maintenance fee is determined to result from an error 
by the Patent and Trademark Office. 
Aug. 11, 1993 MICHAEL K. KIRK 

Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner of 

Patents and Trademarks 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1 
[Docket No. 920670-2281] 
RIN 0651-AA57 


Changes in Procedures for Reinstatement of Patents 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Interim Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent cases to provide for reinstate- 
ment of a patent where the delay in timely payment of a 
maintenance fee was unintentional. The Office is also establish- 
ing the amount for the surcharge for accepting a maintenance fee 
after expiration of a patent for non-timely payment of a mainte- 
nance fee where the delay in payment is shown to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioner to have been unintentional. 

Dates: Interim rule effective Oct. 23, 1992. These rules will be 
applicable to all petitions to reinstate an expired patent filed with 
the Office on or after the effective date. The surcharge cited in 
sections 1.20(i)(2) and 1.378(c)(2) of title 37 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations will be effective thirty days from publica- 
tion of this rulemaking in the Federal Register or the Official 
Gazette of the Patent and Trademark Office, whichever is later. 
Written comments on this rulemaking must be received on or 
before Jan. 8, 1993 to ensure consideration. An oral hearing will 
not be conducted. 

Addresses: Address written comments on this interim rulemaking 
to Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, 
Washington, D.C. 20231, marked to the attention of Jeffrey V. 
Nase. Correspondence may be sent by FAX to the attention of 
Jeffrey V. Nase at (703) 305-8825. 

For Further Information Contact: Jeffrey V. Nase by telephone 
at (703) 305-9282 or by mail marked to his attention and 
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addressed to Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents, 
Box DAC, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: Ina Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register (S7 FR 41899) on Sept. 14, 
1992, and in the Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette 
(1143 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 8) on Oct. 6, 1992, the Office 
proposed to amend the current regulations in the event that 
proposed statutory changes were enacted to allow for the rein- 
statement of a patent where the delay in timely payment of a 
maintenance fee was unintentional. 

Section 41 of title 35, United States Code, establishes fees that 
the Commissioner shall charge for patent-related matters. A bill 
to amend title 35 with respect to the late payment of maintenance 
fees was introduced on June 4, 1992, in the House of Represen- 
tatives as H.R. 5328 (hereafter, Bill). The Bill, as introduced, 
proposed to: (1) amend 35 U.S.C. § 41(c)(1) to permit reinstate- 
ment of a patent which expired unintentionally for failure to 
timely pay the maintenance fee, provided that the payment is 
made within eighteen months after the six-month grace period 
specified in 35 U.S.C. § 41(b); and (2) amend 35 U.S.C. § 
41(a)(7) to require a petition fee for an unintentionally delayed 
payment for maintaining a patent in force. The Bill, with amend- 
ments, was enacted as Public Law No. 102-444 (hereafter, Act). 

The Act amends 35 U.S.C. § 41{c)(1) to permit reinstatement 
of a patent which expired unintentionally for failure to timely pay 
the maintenance fee, provided that the payment is made within 
twenty-four months after the six-month grace period specified in 
35 U.S.C. § 41(b). 

Since the Act is effective on enactment and since it differs 
significantly from the Bill, as introduced, it is necessary to 
promulgate this interim rulemaking. This interim rulemaking 
implements the procedures the Office will follow to accept the 
unintentionally delayed payment of a maintenance fee. All 
aspects of this rulemaking either confer a benefit or are clearly 
and directly related to the benefit conferred. Therefore, this 
rulemaking is exempt from the Administrative Procedures Act’s 
rulemaking requirements under the proprietary matters excep- 
tion, 5 U.S.C. § 553(a)(2). Furthermore, any delay in the imple- 
mentation of this interim rulemaking would be contrary to the 
public interest in granting relief by ensuring that patents uninten- 
tionally expired for failure to pay the required maintenance fee 
are promptly reinstated. 

Under the Act, the Commissioner has authority to set a 
surcharge for accepting the unintentionally delayed payment of 
a maintenance fee. The Commissioner has determined that an 
interim surcharge of $1,500 is appropriate. If a surcharge in a 
lower amount is finally adopted (after review of public com- 
ments in response to this interim rulemaking), patentees will be 
refunded any excess payment. The $1,500 interim surcharge was 
determined to be the appropriate amount when compared to the 
existing $620 surcharge for accepting the unavoidably delayed 
payment of a maintenance fee. The higher interim surcharge is 
appropriate since a petition to accept the unintentionally delayed 
payment of a maintenance fee will require only a statement that 
the delay in payment of the maintenance fee was unintentional, 
not a showing of facts sufficient to estzbtish unavoidable delay. 
Furthermore, the higher amount for relief based on the uninten- 
tional delay relative to those based on unavoidable delay is 
similar to the statutory difference in fees for petitioning to revive 
an abandoned application. 

The $1,500 interim surcharge will not take effect until the date 
thirty days from publication of this interim rulemaking in the 
Federal Register or the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office, whichever is later. Section 1.378(c)(2) is waived 
until the $1,500 surcharge becomes effective. However, peti- 
tions to accept the delayed payment of a maintenance fee should 
not be delayed for that thirty-day period. The surcharge for the 
acceptance of a maintenance fee resulting from a petition filed 
under this waiver will be due when the petition is granted. 


One comment on the proposed § 1.378 has been received. 


Comment: The comment questioned the time limits proposed for 
§ 1.378(c)(5). 
Reply: The proposed time limits will not be adopted because the 
Act sets the time limit for filing a petition to accept the delayed 
payment of a maintenance fee. 

Any final rule will treat both the comments made to the 
proposed rules and to these interim rules. 
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DISCUSSION OF SPECIFIC SECTIONS TO BE CHANGED 
OR ADDED: 


(1) Post issuance fees. (§ 1.20) 


Section 1.20(i) is amended to add a $1,500 surcharge fee for 
accepting the unintentionally delayed payment of a maintenance 
fee. This amendment will not become effective until the date 
thirty days after Publication of this interim rulemaking in the 
Federal Register or in the Official Gazette of the Patent and 
Trademark Office, whichever is later. 


(2) Delayed payment of a maintenance fee (§ 1.378) 


The Act amends subsection 41(c)(1) of title 35, United States 
Code, to permit the Commissioner to accept late payment of any 
maintenance fee filed within twenty-four months after the six- 
month grace period, if the delay in payment is shown to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner to have been unintentional. In 
order to implement the Act, paragraphs (a) and (c) of § 1.378 are 
amended to permit the filing of a petition to accept late payment 
of a maintenance fee, where the delay in payment was uninten- 
tional. 

In addition to the timeliness deadlines set forth in the preced- 
ing paragraph, a petition filed under the unintentional standard of 
§ 1.378(c) would have to include the required maintenance fee 
set forth in § 1.20(e) through (g), the surcharge for an uninten- 
tionally expired patent as set forth in § 1.20(i)(2), and a statement 
that the delay in payment of the maintenance fee was uninten- 
tional. The requirement of § 1.378(c)(2) that the petition must 
include the surcharge will be waived until the date thirty days 
after publication of this interim rulemaking in the Federal 
Register or in the Official Gazette of the Patent and Trademark 
Office, whichever is later. The surcharge for the acceptance of a 
maintenance fee resulting from a petition filed under this waiver 
will be due when the petition is granted. 

A statement that the delay in payment of the maintenance fee 
was unintentional would not be appropriate unless the entire 
delay, up until the maintenance fee was actually paid, was 
unintentional. For example, a statement that the delay in pay- 
ment of the maintenance fee was unintentional would not be 
proper when patentee becomes aware of an unintentional failure 
to timely pay the maintenance fee and then intentionally delays 
filing a petition for reinstatement of the patent under § 1.378. 

Petitions to accept delayed payment of a maintenance fee in an 
expired patent, prior to enactment of the Act, required a showing 
of unavoidable delay. In the case of petitions filed more than six 
months after expiration of a patent, current § 1.378(c) further 
required a showing that the failure to timely pay the maintenance 
fee was beyond the control of the patentee. The Office has 
determined that the “beyond the control” standard does not find 
adequate support in the relevant statute (35 U.S.C. 41(c)) orin the 
legislative history of Public Law 97-247. See “acceptance of 
Delayed Payment of Maintenance Fees in Expired Patents”, 
1115 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 18 (June 12, 1990). Therefore, current 
§ 1.378(c) is being deleted in its entirety to be replaced by the 
unintentional delay provisions discussed above. Additionally, § 
1.378(b) is amended to provide that the unavoidable delay 
provisions are available at any time following expiration of a 
patent for failure to pay a maintenance fee. 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The rule changes is in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et. seq.), Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The principal 
impact of these changes is to incorporate the Act into the 
regulations and will give relief to many small entities that do not 
now have a mechanism to reinstate their expired patent. 

The Office has determined that this rule change is not a major 
rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on the 
economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no major 
increase in costs or prices for consumers; individuals; industries; 
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Federal, state or local government agencies; or geographic 
regions. There will be no significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, productivity, innova- 
tion, or on the ability of United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The Office has also determined that this notice has no Feder- 
alism implications affecting the relationship between the Na- 
tional Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

These rule changes contain a collection of information re- 
quirement subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seq., which has previously been approved by the 
Office of Management and Budget under Control Nos. 0651-011 
and 0651-0016. 


List of Subjects 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Freedom of informa- 
tion, Inventions and patents, Reporting and record keeping 
requirements. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 35 U.S.C. § 6, part | of title 37 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations is amended as set forth below. 


PART 1 - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | would continue to 
read as follows: 

Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 

2. Section 1.20 is amended by revising paragraph (i) to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.20 Post issuance fees. 


HEEEE 


(i) Surcharge for accepting a maintenance fee after expiration 
of a patent for non-timely payment of a maintenance fee where 
the delay in payment is shown to the satisfaction of the Commis- 
sioner to have been 

(1) unavoidable $620.00 
(2) unintentional $1,500.00 


EEREE 


3. Section 1.378, paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) are revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.378 Acceptance of delayed payment of maintenance fee in 
expired patent to reinstate patent. 


(a) The Commissioner may accept the payment of any main- 
tenance fee due on a patent after expiration of the patent if, upon 
petition, the delay in payment of the maintenance fee is shown to 
the satisfaction of the Commissioner to have been unavoidable 
(paragraph (b) of this section) or unintentional (paragraph (c) of 
this section) and if the surcharge required by §1.20(i) is paid as 
a condition of accepting payment of the maintenance fee. If 
the Commissioner accepts payment of the maintenance fee 
upon petition, the patent shall be considered as not having 
expired, but will be subject to the conditions set forth in 35 U.S.C. 
41(c)(2). 

(b) Any petition to accept an unavoidably delayed payment of 
a maintenance fee filed under paragraph (a) of this section must 
include: 

(1) The required maintenance fee set forth in § 1.20 (e)-(g); 

(2) The surcharge set forth in § 1.20(i)(1); and 

(3) A showing that the delay was unavoidable since reason- 
able care was taken to ensure that the maintenance fee would be 
paid timely. The showing must enumerate the steps taken to 
ensure timely payment of the maintenance fee. 

(c) Any petition to accept an unintentionally delayed payment 
of a maintenance fee filed under paragraph (a) of this section 
must be filed within twenty-four months after the six-month 
grace period provided in § 1.362(e) and must included: 

(1) The required maintenance fee set forth in § 1.20(e)-(g); 

(2) The surcharge set forth in § 1.20(i)(2); and 
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(3) A statement that the delay in payment of the maintenance 
fee was unintentional. 


SEEK 


Nov. 23, 1992 DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner 

of Patents and Trademarks 


(55) Withdrawing the Holding of Abandonment 


When Office Actions Are Not Received 


The purpose of this notice is to announce a practice that will 
minimize costs and burdens to the practitioner and the Office 
when an application has become abandoned due to a failure to 
receive an Office action. 

A petition to withdraw the holding of abandonment in accor- 
dance with Delgar Inc. v. Schuyler, 172 USPQ 513 (D.D.C. 
1971) is burdensome to the practitioner since the practitioner 
must overcome a strong presumption that an Office action duly 
addressed and indicated as mailed was timely delivered to the 
addressee. To overcome this presumption, a practitioner is cur- 
rently required to submit a persuasive showing that would permit 
the Office to conclude that the Office action was not received. 
Accordingly, evidence which is typically required includes: 
copies of records which would disclose the receipt of other 
correspondence mailed from the Patent and Trademark Office 
on or about the mail date of the non-received Office action, but 
fail to disclose receipt of the Office action mailed that date; 
copies of records on which the Office action would have been 
entered had it been received (e.g., a copy of the outside of the file 
jacket maintained by the practitioner); and verified statements 
from persons who would have handled the Office action (e.g., 
mail clerks, docket clerks, secretary, etc.). 

In order to minimize costs and burdens to the practitioner and 
the Office when an application has become abandoned due to a 
failure to receive an Office action, the Office is modifying the 
showing required to make a petition to withdraw the holding of 
abandonment grantable. The showing required to establish the 
failure to receive an Office actio must consist of a statement from 
the practitioner stating that the Office action was not received by 
the practitioner and attesting to the fact that a search of the file 
jacket and docket records indicates that the Office action was not 
received. A copy of the docket record where the non-received 
Office action would have been entered had it been received and 
docketed must be attached to and referenced in practitioner's 
statement. 

The showing outlined above may not be sufficient if there are 
circumstances that point to a conclusion that the Office action 
may have been lost after receipt rather than a conclusion that the 
Office action was lost in the mail, e.g., if the practitioner has a 
history of not receiving Office actions. Two additional proce- 
dures are available for reviving an application that has become 
abandoned due a failure to respond to an Office Action: (1) a 
petition based on unintentional abandonment or delay; and (2) a 
petition based on unavoidable delay. See Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure §711.03(c). 

Oct. 25, 1993 Charles E. Van Horn 
Patent Policy and Projects Administrator 

Office of the Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents 


[11°56 OG 53] 


(56) Viewing of Video Tapes During Interviews 

The Patent and Trademark Office has video tape equipment 
available in the facilities of the Patent Academy for viewing 
video tapes from applicants during interviews with patent exam- 
iners. 

The video tape equipment may use VHS and UHS (3/4 inch 
tape) cassettes. 

Attorneys or applicants wishing to show a video tape during 
an examiner interview must be able to demonstrate that the 
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content of the video tape has a bearing on an outstanding issue 
in the application and its viewing will advance the prosecution 
of the application. Prior approval of viewing of a video 
tape during an interview must be granted by the SPE. Also, 
use of the room and equipment must be granted by the 
Training Manager to avoid any conflict with the Patent Acad- 
emy. 

Requests to use video tape viewing equipment for an inter- 
view should be made at least one week in advance to allow 
the Patent Academy staff sufficient time to ensure the availabil- 
ity and proper scheduling of both a room and equipment. 

Interviews using Office video tape equipment will be held 
only in the Academy facilities located in One Crystal Park, Rm. 
502. Attorneys or applicants should not contact the Patent 
Academy directly regarding availability and scheduling of video 
equipment. All scheduling of rooms and equipment should be 
done through and by the examiner conducting the interview. 


RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents. 


May 6, 1986. 


[1067 OG 4] 


(57) Extension of Time Limit 

This notice is intended to clarify certain misunderstandings 
and indicates the treatment given to requests for an extension 
of time in a situation where applicant has been given a time 
limit to complete an otherwise incomplete but bona fide attempt 
to respond to the previous Office action and advance the case 
to final action. 

According to 37 CFR 1.135(c) when the applicant has filed 
a response to an examiner’s action but consideration of some 
matter or compliance with some requirement has been inadver- 
tently omitted, an opportunity to explain and supply the omission 
may be given before the question of abandonment is considered. 
According to the M.P.E.P., Section 710.02(c), the examiner may 
give applicant one month or the remainder of the period for 
response, whichever is longer, to complete the response. Neither 
the regulation nor the M.P.E.P. indicate that this time can be 
extended. 

Under the regulation, the missing matter or lack of compli- 
ance must be considered by the examiner as being ‘’inadver- 
tently omitted.’’ Once an inadvertent omission is brought to the 
attention of the applicant, the question of inadvertence no longer 
exists. Therefore, any further time to complete the response 
would not be appropriate under 37 CFR 1.135(c). Accordingly, 
no extension of time will henceforth be granted in these situ- 
ations. 


WILLIAM FELDMAN, 
Deputy Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents. 


Nov. 28, 1977 


[965 O.G. 14] 


Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1 and 10 
[Docket No. 910764-1306] 
RIN: 0651-AA27 


Duty of Disclosure 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Notice of final rulemaking. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent cases to (1) clarify the duty of 
disclosure for information required to be submitted to the Office; 
(2) provide flexible time limits for submitting information dis- 
closure statements including the requirement for a fee in certain 
cases; (3) eliminate consideration of duty of disclosure issues by 
the Office except in disciplinary and interference proceedings, 
and under other limited circumstances; and (4) eliminate the 
striking of patent applications which are improperly executed. 
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The Office further is amending the Patent and Trademark Office 
Code of Professional Responsibility to define as misconduct a 
failure to comply with the rules on duty of disclosure. The rules 
as adopted strike a balance between the need of the Office to 
obtain and consider all known relevant information pertaining to 
patentability before a patent is granted and the desire to avoid or 
minimize unnecessary complications in the enforcement of 
patents. 

Effective Date: March 16, 1992. These rules will be applicable to 
all applications and reexamination proceedings pending or filed 
after the effective date. 

For Further Information Contact: By tele Charles E. Van 
Horn (703-305-9054) or J. Michael Thesz (703-305-9384) or by 
mail addressed to Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231, and marked to the attention of Charles 
E. Van Horn (Crystal Park 2 - Room 919). 

Supplementary Information: A notice of proposed rulemaking 
on duty of disclosure and practitioner misconduct published in 
the Federal Register at 54 FR 11334 (March 17, 1989), and in the 
Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette at 1101 Off. Gaz. 
Pat. Off. 12 (April 4, 1989), was withdrawn. On August 6, 1991, 
the Office published in the Federal Register a notice of proposed 
rulemaking relating to duty of disclosure. 56 FR 37321 The 
notice was also published in the Official Gazette. 1129 Off. Gaz. 
Pat. Off. 52 (August 27, 1991). Sixty written comments were 
received in response to the notice of proposed rulemaking. A 
public hearing was held on October 8, 1991. Eleven individuals 
offered oral comments at the hearing. The sixty written com- 
ments and a copy of the transcript of the hearing are available for 
public inspection in the Office of the Assistant Commissioner for 
Patents, Room 919, Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, Arling- 
ton, VA. . 

Familiarity with the notice of proposed rulemaking is as- 
sumed. Changes in the text of the rules published for comment 
in the notice of proposed rulemaking are discussed. Comments 
received in writing and at the public hearing in response to the 
notice of proposed rulemaking are discussed. 

The rules as adopted shall take effect as to all applications and 
reexamination proceedings either pending or filed on or after the 
effective date of these rules. Thus, any information disclosure 
statement that is filed on or after that date must comply with 
the provisions of §§1.97 and 1.98 to be entitled to considera- 
tion. 


Changes in Text: The final rules contain several changes to the 
text of the rules as proposed for comment. Those changes are 
discussed below. 

Section 1.17(i)(1) has been changed from the proposed text to 
reflect the recent increase in the amount of the fee for filing a 
petition from $120.00 to $130.00. 

Section 1.56(a) has been clarified to indicate that the duty of 
an individual to disclose information is based on the knowledge 
of that individual that the information is material to patentability. 
A sentence has been added to §1.56(a) to express the principle 
that the Office does not condone the granting of a patent on an 
application in connection with which fraud on the Office was 
practiced or attempted or the duty of disclosure was violated 
through bad faith or intentional misconduct. In addition, §1.56(a) 
as proposed has been changed to indicate that if all information 
material to patentability of any claim issued in a patent is cited by 
the Office or submitted to the Office in the manner prescribed by 
§§1.97(b)-(d) and 1.98, the Office will consider as satisfied the 
duty to disclose to the Office all information known to be 
material to patentability, as contrasted to the broader duiy of 
candor and good faith. This rule does not attempt to define the 
spectrum of conduct that would lack the candor and good faithin 
dealing with the Office which is expected of individuals who are 
associated with the filing or prosecution of a patent application. 

In §1.56(b), the phrase “or being made of record” has been 
inserted to make it clear that information is not material to 
patentability within the meaning of §1.56 if it is cumulative to 
either information already of record in the application or contem- 
poraneously being made of record by applicant. For example, 
there would be no benefit to the Office for applicant to submit to 
the Office 10 different documents having the same teaching 
simply because the information was not cumulative to the infor- 
mation already of record. 

The term “creates” has been replaced by the term “estab- 
lishes” in §1.56(b)(1). In addition, the definition of a prima facie 
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case of unpatentability, as set out in the preamble of the notice of 
proposed rulemaking, has been incorporated into the rule itself. 
A prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim is established 
when the information compels a conclusion that the claim is 
unpatentable 
(1) under the preponderance of evidence, burden-of- 
proof standard, 
(2) giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable 
construction consistent with the specification, and 
(3) before any consideration is given to evidence which 
may be submitted in an attempt to establish a con 
trary conclusion of patentability. 
This prima facie standard conforms to the standard used by an 
examiner to determine whether a claim is prima facie 
unpatentable. 

Section 1.56(b)(2) has been modified from the text of the 
proposed rule. The focus of this paragraph has been changed so 
that it now relates to information which either refutes, or is 
inconsistent with, a position that applicant takes in either 

(1) opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on 
by the Office, or 
(2) asserting an argument of patentability. 
The change from the proposed rule makes clear that information 
is material when it either refutes, or is inconsistent with, a 
position taken by applicant before the Office. 

Section 1.97(e) has been changed from the proposed text to 
make it clear that a certification could contain either of two 
statements. One statement is that each item of information in an 
information disclosure statement was cited in a search report 
from a patent office outside the U.S. not more than three months 
prior to the filing date of the statement. Under this certification, 
it would not matter whether any individual with a duty actually 
knew about any of the information cited before receiving the 
search report. In the alternative, the certification could state that 
no item of information contained in the information disclosure 
statement was cited in a communication from a foreign patent 
office in a counterpart foreign application or, to the knowledge 
of the person signing the certification after making reasonable 
inquiry, was known to any individual having a duty to disclose 
more than three months prior to the filing of the statement. 

The changes to the text of §1.97(e) as proposed place the 
appropriate priority on getting relevant information to the Office 
promptly, with minimum burden to applicant. The text of the 
proposal has also been changed by adding the phrase “after 
making reasonable inquiry” to make it clear that the individual 
making the certification has a duty to make reasonable inquiry 
regarding the facts that are being certified. For example, if an 
inventor gave a publication to the practitioner prosecuting an 
application with the intent that it be cited to the Office, the 
practitioner should inquire as to when that inventor became 
aware of the publication before submitting a certification under 
§1.97(e)(ii) to the Office. 

A new paragraph (h) has been added to the text of proposed 
§1.97. The purpose of new paragraph (h) is to ensure that no one 
could construe the mere filing of an information disclosure 
statement as an admission that the information cited in the 
statement is, or is considered to be, material to patentability as 
defined in §1.56(b). It is in the best interest of the Office and the 
public to permit and encourage individuals to cite information to 
the Office without fear of making an admission against 
interest. 

In §1.98(a)(2)(iii), the wording has been changed to make it 
clear that the requirement to submit a copy of each item of 
information listed in an information disclosure statement does 
not apply to the citation of a U.S. patent application. 

The requirement in proposed §1.98(a)(3) for a concise expla- 
nation of the relevance of each item of information has been 
substantially changed by limiting the requirement in two signifi- 
cant ways. First, as adopted, the requirement is limited to infor- 
mation that is not in the English language. Second, the explana- 
tion required is limited to the relevance as understood by the 
individual designated in §1.56(c) most knowledgeable about the 
content of the information at the time the information is submit- 
ted to the Office. Where the information listed is not in the 
English language, but was cited in a search report by a foreign 
patent office, the requirement for a concise explanation of 
relevance is satisfied by submitting an English language version 
of the search report. 
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In §1.98(d), the proposed text has been changed by adding the 
phrase “cited by or” to make it clear that legible copies of 
information listed in an information disclosure statement need 
not be submitted in a continuing application provided the infor- 
mation was either cited by or submitted to the Office in a prior 
application. A distinction between information cited by the 
Office or supplied by applicant to the Office serves no useful 
purpose in this situation. 

The text of proposed §1.555 has been modified to limit the 
definition of information material to patentability in a reexami- 
nation proceeding to the types of information that an examiner 
could use in a reexamination proceeding to determine whether a 
claim was patentable, and to adopt other changes that parallel 
changes made in §1.56. Proposed §1.555(a) has been divided 
into two paragraphs. Paragraph (a), as adopted, substantially 
parallels the text of §1.56(a) as adopted. It indicates that the duty 
to disclose information to the Office in a reexamination proceed- 
ing is a part of the duty of candor and good faith that is owed to 
the Office by individuals transacting business with the Office. It 
further states one way that an individual may discharge the duty 
to disclose information material to patentability in a reexamina- 
tion proceeding - i.e., by filing an information disclosure state- 
ment with the items listed in §1.98(a) as applied to individuals 
associated with the patent owner in a reexamination proceeding. 
Finally, the text of the rule has been changed to add a sentence 
that expresses the principle that a patent should not be granted on 
an application in connection with which fraud was practiced or 
attempted on the Office or there was any violation of the duty of 
disclosure through bad faith or intentional misconduct. 

New paragraph (b) of §1.555 has been adopted to define 
information material to patentability in a reexamination pro- 
ceeding. Much like the definition in §1.56(b), information is not 
material when it is cumulative to information of record or being 
made of record in the reexamination proceeding. Information is 
considered material when it satisfies either or both of the defini- 
tions in §1.555(b). Under §1.555(b)(1), information is material 
when it is a patent or printed publication that establishes, by itself 
or in combination with other patents or printed publications, a 
prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim. This definition is 
limited to patents or printed publications because a reexamina- 
tion proceeding must be based on patents or printed publications. 
35 U.S.C. 302. 

The definition of a prima facie case of unpatentability of a 
claim pending in a reexamination proceeding has been provided 
in the rule. A prima facie case of unpatentability is established 
when the information compels a conclusion that a claim is 
unpatentable under the same principles that are applicable dur- 
ing ex parte examination of a patent application; namely 

(1) under the preponderance of evidence, burden-of- 
proof standard, 

(2) giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable 
construction consistent with the specification, and 

(3) before any consideration is given to evidence which 
may be submitted in an attempt to establish a con 
trary conclusion of patentability. 

Finally, the definition of information material to patentability 
in §1.555(b)(2) has been added to parallel the provision in 
§1.56(b)(2). 

After reviewing the Office policy on whether to consider duty 

of disclosure and other inequitable conduct issues in interference 
proceedings under 35 U.S.C. 135(a), including comments from 
the public directed to the statement in the notice of proposed 
rulemaking that the Office will not consider, evaluate, or decide 
fraud or other inequitable conduct issues during an interference 
proceeding, a new Office policy has been adopted. Effective 
October 24, 1991, fraud and inequitable conduct issues will be 
considered when properly raised inter partes in patent interfer 
ence cases. 1132 Off. Gaz. Pat. Off. 33 (November 19, 1991). In 
addition, the Chairman of the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences has issued a notice that provides guidance on how 
an issue of fraud or other inequitable conduct can be raised in an 
interference proceeding. | 133 Off. Gaz. Pat. Off. 21 (December 
10, 1991). 
Response to and Analysis of Comments: Sixty (60 written com- 
ments were received in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking. These comments, along with those made at the 
public hearing, have been analyzed. Some suggestions made in 
the comments have been adopted and others have been rejected. 
Responses to the comments follow. 
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Comment: 1. Nine comments indicated that the Office should not 
amend §1.56 since it is presently in conformance to the materi- 
ality standard being applied by the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. One comment questioned what practical value 
of the proposed rule would justify the burden of the change. 
Reply: The amendment to §1.56 was proposed to address criti- 
cism concerning a perceived lack of certainty in the materiality 
standard. The rule as promulgated will provide greater clarity 
and hopefully minimize the burden of litigation on the question 
of inequitable conduct before the Office, while providing the 
Office with the information necessary for effective and efficient 
examination of patent applications. 

Comment 2. Gne comment stated that the present rules should 
be maintained and strengthened since the public interest is hurt 
more by an unjustly issued patent than by an unjustly denied 
patent. Another comment disagreed and argued that an unjustly 
denied patent can do great harm to society. 

Reply: The Office strives to issue valid patents. The Office has 
both an obligation not to unjustly issue patents and an obligation 
not to unjustly deny patents. Innovation and technological ad- 
vancement are best served when an inventor is issued a patent 
with the scope of protection that is deserved. The rules as adopted 
serve to remind individuals associated with the preparation and 
prosecution of patent applications of their duty of candor and 
good faith in their dealings with the Office, and will aid the Office 
in receiving, in a timely manner, the information it needs to carry 
out effective and efficient examination of patent applications. 
Comment 3. Two comments stated that the rule should not permit 
applicants to draft claims and a specification to avoid a prima 
facie case of obviousness over a reference and then to be able to 
withhold the reference from the examiner. 

Reply: The comments reflect a correct reading of the rule in that 
information is not material unless it comes within the definition 
of §1.56(b)(1) or (2). If information is not material, there is no 
duty to disclose the information to the Office. The Office be- 
lieves that most applicants will wish to submit the information, 
however, even though they may not be required to do so, to 
strengthen the patent and avoid the risks of an incorrect judgment 
on their part on materiality or that it may be held that there was 
an intent to deceive the Office. 

Comment 4. One comment stated that promulgation of the 
proposed rule would result in a significant decrease in the 
quantity of art cited to the Office because there will be no duty to 
cite art relevant to a pending claim. 

Reply: The Office does not anticipate any significant change in 
the quantity of information cited to the Office after promulgation 
of amended §1.56. Presumably, applicants will continue to 
submit information for consideration by the Office in applica- 
tions rather than making and relying on their own determinations 
of materiality. An incentive remains to submit the information to 
the Office because it will result in a strengthened patent and will 
avoid later questions of materiality and intent to deceive. In 
addition, the new rules will actually facilitate the filing of 
information since the burden of submitting information to the 
Office has been reduced by eliminating, in most cases, 
the requirement for a concise statement of the relevance of 
each item of information listed in an information disclosure 
statement. 

Comment 5. Several comments stated that an objective “but for” 
standard would be preferable to the proposed rule. The objective 
“but for” standard would presumably consider information as a 
court does in an infringement proceeding with a clear and 
convincing, burden-of-proof standard, giving the terms in each 
claim a narrow construction where necessary to uphold validity. 
Reply: The Office believes that amended §1.56 will provide a 
reasonable balance between the needs of applicants and of the 
Office. The suggested “but for” standard would not cause the 
Office to obtain the information it needs to evaluate patentability 
so that its decisions may be presumed correct by the courts. If the 
Office does not have needed information, meaningful examina- 
tion of patent applications will take place for the first time in an 
infringement case before a district court. Courts will become 
increasingly less confident of the Office’s product if they get the 
impression that practitioners and inventors can routinely with- 
hold information from the Office, or that practitioners and 
inventors can make up their own minds about whai is patentable. 
The Office should decide, in the first instance, what is patentable 
and any decision should be made with the best information 
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available, including that known by the applicant. The 
Office notes that the House of Delegates of the American 
Bar Association twice, once in 1990 and again in 1991, refused 
to adopt a resolution favoring adoption of the “but for” 
standard. 

Comment 6. One comment argued that proposed §1.56 does not 
relate to “the conduct of proceedings in the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office” (35 U.S.C. 6(a)) since the Office does not intend to 
reject applications as indicated by the cancellation of paragraphs 
(c) through (i) of current §1.56. 

Reply: The amendment to §1.56 comes within the authority of 
the Commissioner for establishing regulations. Norton v. Curtiss, 
433 F.2d 779, 167 USPQ 532 (CCPA 1970). The Office has 
reserved its inherent authority to reject an application under 
appropriate circumstances where fraud or other inequitable 
conduct has occurred. Also, the Office will consider fraud and 
inequitable conduct when properly raised in interference pro- 
ceedings under 35 U.S.C. 135(a). The Office will also consider 
fraud and inequitable conduct in connection with attorney con- 
duct under §10.23(c). 

Comment 7. One comment stated that §1.56 should require only 
anticipatory art to be submitted during examination of an appli- 
cation, with a procedure such as reexamination being used after 
discovery in any litigation on the patent has revealed all available 
art. 

Reply: An application is examined under all appropriate sections 
of Title 35, United States Code, and a presumption of validity 
attaches to a patent with regard to all aspects of patentability, 
including anticipation. 35 U.S.C. 282. Therefore, §1.56 should 
address more than just the submission of anticipatory informa- 
tion, including information relevant to patentability under 35 
U.S.C. 103 and 35 U.S.C. 112. 

Comment 8. One comment suggested that proposed §1.56 has 
some dangerous implications since courts are going to find 
violations of the duty of disclosure if §§1.97 and 1.98 are not 
complied with completely. 

Reply: Section 1.56 provides that the duty of disclosure can be 
met by submitting information to the Office in the manner 
prescribed by §§1.97 and 1.98. Sections 1.97 and 1.98 are being 
amended so that information will be submitted to the Office in 
the manner and at the time which will facilitate consideration by 
the examiner. Applicants are provided certainty as to when 
information will be considered, and applicants will be informed 
when information is not considered. The Office does not believe 
that courts should, or will, find violations of the duty of disclo- 
sure because of unintentional non-compliance with §§1.97 and 
1.98. If the non-compliance is intentional, however, the appli- 
cant will have assumed the risk that the failure to submit the 
information in a manner that will result in its being considered by 
the examiner may be held to be a violation. 

Comment 9. Two comments stated that the Office should not 
delete the offense of attempted fraud from the §1.56. The com- 
ments stated that elimination of the reference to “gross negli- 
gence” in current §1.56 would be sufficient to protect the prac- 
titioner who delays submission of information with no intent to 
deceive the Office. One of the comments stated that the disciplin- 
ary rules alone are not sufficient to deter attempted fraud or 
inequitable conduct. 

Reply: The language of §§1.56(a) and 1.555(a) has been modi- 
fied to retain the provisions of prior §1.56(d) to indicate that the 
Office does not condone fraud, attempted fraud, or violation of 
the duty of disclosure through bad faith or intentional miscon- 
duct. 

Comment 10. One comment stated that the appropriate standards 
for the duty of candor are analogous to fiduciary law which 
requires the fiduciary to disclose not only known facts, but also 
facts which it should have known, i.e., a negligence standard. 
The comment argued that it was undesirable to measure duty of 
candor or fraud by a reduced measure of “intent” instead of an 
objective negligence standard since the Office is not bound by 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit decision in 
Kingsdown Medical Consultants, Ltd. v. Hollister, Inc., 863 F.2d 
867, 9 USPQ2d 1384 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (en banc), cert. denied, 
490 U.S. 1067 (1989), and since the proposed standard is no 
more objective than alternative standards but is simply narrower 
and more certain. Another comment suggested that the Office 
should indicate that there is no intention to change the Kingsdown 
ruling. 
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Reply: Section 1.56 has been amended to present a clearer and 
more objective definition of what information the Office consid- 
ers material to patentability. The rules do not define fraud or 
inequitable conduct which have elements both of materiality and 
of intent. The Office does not advocate any change to the 
Kingsdown ruling. 

Comment 11. Two comments stated that the proposed modifica- 
tion of §1.56 would make submission of information to the 
Office an implied admission of the prima facie unpatentability of 
a claim. Several comments suggested that a sentence should be 
added to proposed §1.56 to specify that submission of informa- 
tion to the Office under this section shall not be deemed to be an 
admission or representation that the information is material to 
patentability. 

Reply: The suggestions in the comments have been adopted by 
modifying §1.97 which deals with submission of information to 
the Office. Paragraph (h) of §1.97 now provides that the filing 
of an information disclosure statement shall not be considered to 
be an admission that the information cited in the statement is, or 
is to be considered to be, material to patentability as defined in 
§1.56. 

Comment 12. One comment stated that the proposed §1.56 
definition would be difficult to apply in litigation in which a 
different burden-of-proof standard is applied. 

Reply: The definition of information material to patentability 
includes standards which are familiar to the Federal courts and 
which are capable of being handled like other issues. 
Comment 13. One comment suggested that the last sentence of 
proposed §1.56(a), in which the Office encourages applicants to 
carefully examine prior art cited in foreign search reports and the 
closest known information, be removed from the rule and be 
placed in the preamble discussion so as to avoid the interpreta- 
tion that the sentence creates a duty for applicants. 

Reply: The suggestion is not adopted. The sentence does not 
create any new duty for applicants, but is placed in the text of the 
rule as helpful guidance to individuals who file and prosecute 
patent applications. 

Comment 14. Three comments stated that the language of pro- 
posed §1.56(a) required revision to remove all statements or 
suggestions which might allow a court to consider a pending 
(i.e., unissued) claim for the purpose of determining whether the 
duty of disclosure requirement was met in view of the fact that the 
proposed rule was intended to indicate that there is no duty to 
disclose information which is material to a pending claim unless 
that claim ultimately issues in a patent. One comment argued that 
a court might interpret “the duty of candor and good faith” to be 
broader than the particular duty of disclosure specified in other 
portions of the proposed rule. 

Reply: The language of §§1.56 and 1.555 has been modified to 
emphasize that there is a duty of candor and good faith which is 
broader than the duty to disclose material information. Section 
1.56 further states that “no patent will be granted on an applica- 
tion in connection with which fraud on the Office was practiced 
or attempted or the duty of disclosure was violated through bad 
faith or intentional misconduct.” 

Comment 15. One comment suggested that proposed §1.56(a) 
be modified to clarify that both information and its material- 
ity must be known before there is a duty to disclose the informa- 
tion. 

Reply: The Office considers the language of §1.56(a) to be 
sufficiently clear in referring to a “duty to disclose to the Office 
all information known to that individual to be material to patent- 
ability as defined in this section.” If information is known to be 
material, it inherently must be known. Likewise, if information 
is not known to an individual, there is no duty to disclose the 
information whether it is material or not. 

Comment 16. One comment stated that it should be made clear 
that “known” is limited to contemporaneous knowledge since a 
practitioner may have known something ten years ago but may 
not remember it presently. 

Reply: Section 1.56 states that each individual associated with 
the filing and prosecution of a patent application has a duty to 
disclose all information known to that individual to be material 
to patentability as defined in the section. Thus, the duty applies 
to contemporaneously or presently known information. The fact 
that information was known years ago does not mean that it was 
recognized that the information is material to the present appli- 
cation. 
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Comment 17. One comment suggested that proposed §1.56(a) 

be modified to state that the duty of disclosure ends when an 
application becomes abandoned or allowed. 

Reply: Paragraph (a) of §1.56 states that the duty to disclose 
information exists until the application becomes abandoned. 
The duty to disclose information, however, does not end when an 
application becomes allowed but extends until a patent is granted 
on that application. The rules provide for information being 
considered after a notice of allowance is mailed and before the 
issue fee is paid (§1.97(d)) and for an application to be with- 
drawn from issue after the issue fee has been paid. An application 
may be withdrawn from issue because one or more claims are 
unpatentable (§ 1.313(b)(3)) or an application may be withdrawn 
from issue and abandoned so that information may be consid- 
ered in a continuing application before a patent issues 
($1.313(b)(5)). 

Comment 18. Three comments stated that the first two sentences 
of proposed § 1 .56(a) should be deleted since rules should simply 
instruct practitioners what to do without discussion of why they 
should do it or the philosophy involved. 

Reply: The suggestion has not been adopted since the sentences 
aid in the understanding of the rule and will provide those 
involved in enforcing patents with an indication of the policy on 
which the rule is based. 

Comment 19. One comment stated that §§1.56(a)(2) and (c) 
should be modified to refer to “individuals substantively 
associated with” the filing or prosecution of the patent applica- 
tion. 

Reply: The suggestion is not adopted since the proposed rule 
language is clear and the suggested modification would create a 
redundancy with the language of §1.56(c)(3). The individuals 
designated in §§1.56(c)(1) and (2) as being associated with the 
filing or prosecution of a patent application within the meaning 
of the section are inherently substantively involved in the prepa- 
ration or prosecution of the application. 

Comment 20. One comment stated that proposed § 1 .56(b) should 
be modified to clarify that information is not material if 

it is cumulative to information already of record in an application 
or to information concurrently being made of record. 

Reply: The suggestion has been adopted by adding a reference to 
information being made of record with regard to cumulative 
information in §§1.56(b) and 1.555(b). 

Comment 21. One comment stated that the preamble discussion 
(of §1.56(b)) should indicate that test results in situations such as 
tests involving biological systems may properly be submitted as 
averages rather than as individual test runs. 

Reply: Whether test results can be submitted as averages rather 
than as individual test runs depends on whether doing so would 
provide to the Office the information needed to make a proper 
determination on patentability. If the actual results are provided, 
the examiner can make an independent determination on whether 
some rejection is appropriate. In some cases providing averages 
might be misleading, but in other cases providing averages might 
be appropriate. 

Comment 22. One comment stated that the definition of materi- 
ality in proposed §1.56(b) imposes substantial new burdens on 
applicants who would be required to disclose failed experiments, 
papers published less than one year prior to filing and experi- 
mental public uses even if they clearly are refutable and will not 
affect patentability. One comment stated that the proposed rule 
would require applicants to incur added expense for affidavits 
and comparison tests. Five comments stated that the Office 
should not require applicants to present results from clearly 
invalid tests since this would be contrary to usual scientific 
practice. One comment argued that information should not be 
required to be submitted if there was no doubt that it would not 
preclude patentability, e.g., where common ownership existed 
so that the exception of 35 U.S.C. 103, second paragraph, would 
apply. 

Reply: The definition of materiality in §1.56 does not impose 
substantial new burdens on applicants, but is intended to provide 
the Office with the information it needs to make a proper and 
independent determination on patentability. It is the patent ex- 
aminer who should make the determination after considering all 
the facts involved in the particular case. The comments reflect 
that the Office objective of clarifying what information the 
Office considers to be material has been accomplished by the 
amendment of the rules. 
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Comment 23. One comment suggested that §1.56 should confine 
the duty of disclosure to references known to applicant or the 
practitioner representing applicant and not found in prior art 
materials in the Office. 

Reply: This suggestion is not adopted since information may be 
in the Office but not in the application file. It is not reasonable to 
assume that an examiner knows of a particular item of informa- 
tion or appreciates its relevance to a particular invention simply 
because it exists somewhere in the Office. 

Comment 24. One comment stated that the language “or in 
combination with other information” should be removed from 
proposed §1.56(b)(1) because it was unworkable to require an 
applicant to combine references against its own claims, espe- 
cially since, according to the commentator, examiners and the 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences frequently misapply 
the law. Another comment stated that the language creates an 
open field for litigators to claim that an inordinate number of 
references could be combined. 

Reply: The rule does not require an applicant to combine refer- 
ences against its own claims. The applicant can submit informa- 
tion to the Office for the examiner’s consideration whether the 
information is considered material or not. The fact that the 
teachings of a large number of references must be combined for 
a prima facie case of obviousness does not by itself weigh against 
a holding of obviousness. See Jn re Gorman. 

933 F.2d 982, 18 USPQ2d 1885 (Fed. Cir. 1991). 

Comment 25. Four comments stated that the definition of “prima 
facie case of unpatentability” §1.56(b)(1)) should be included in 
the rule itself. One comment said that the definition should not be 
included in the rule. 

Reply: The definition has been included in the rule for clarity. 
Comment 26. One comment stated that the proposed §1.56(b)(1) 
placed a burden on the practitioner to analyze references that is 
inappropriate and contradictory to a practitioner’s responsibility 
to his client. 

Reply: The rule itself does not place a burden on the practitioner 
to analyze references. Information can be submitted to the Office 
in accordance with §§1.97 and 1.98, and the examiner will 
consider the references. 

Comment 27. One comment questioned whether an applicant 
would be charged with withholding material information if the 
“other information” (§1.56(b)(1)) necessary to cause an undis- 
closed reference to become material is unknown to the applicant. 
Another comment suggested that the language should be changed 
to read “other known information” to show that the information 
must be known to applicant to give rise to a duty of disclosure. 
Reply: Paragraph (b) of §1.56 defines information material to 
patentability. While information may be material under the 
definition, there is no duty on an individual to disclose the 
information if the information is unknown to the individual 
($1.56(a)). 

Comment 28. One comment suggested that defining materiality 
in §1.56(b) in terms of prima facie unpatentability would permit 
a conspiracy of silence in which (1) the applicant knows of 
information but is incapable of making the legal analysis to 
determine whether the information is material and (2) the patent 
practitioner, who is equipped to determine whether information 
is material, does not know of the information and does not ask. 
Thus, it is argued there would be no violation of the duty of 
disclosure which requires knowledge of both information and its 
materiality. 

Reply: The Office has set forth what information should 
be submitted so that the Office can make a proper determination 
on patentability. The term “conspiracy” has the connotation of 
unlawfulness which would not be consistent with the duty of 
candor and good faith required in dealings with the Office. 
Comment 29. One comment suggested that proposed § 1 .56(b)(1) 
should be revised to read “in combination with other information 
already of record in the application” to avoid the possibility that 
undisclosed material could be considered material in subsequent 
litigation when combined with information not known at the 
time of the prosecution to any person substantively involved in 
the preparation or prosecution of the application. 

Reply: Paragraph (a) of §1.56 makes it clear that the Office 
recognizes that the duty to disclose material information is 
limited to such information which is known by an individual 
substantively involved in the preparation or prosecution of the 
application. Thus, while information may be material under the 
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definition of §1.56(b)(1), there can be no duty to disclose the 
information if it is material only in combination with unknown 
information. 

Comment 30. One comment stated that proposed § 1.56(b) should 
be modified so that paragraph (b)(1) refers to information that 
renders a claim unpatentable (“but for”), paragraph (b)(2) re- 
mains as proposed, and a paragraph (b)(3) is added to include the 
definition of materiality as “the closest information over which 
any pending claim patentably defines.” This comment suggested 
that this modified definition would have the advan- tage of not 
requiring the applicant to submit references which applicant 
knows are immaterial and to then engage in “straw man” argu- 
ments based on such references. 

Reply: The suggested modification to § | .56 has not been adopted. 
The suggested language would seemingly require information to 
be filed in each application, whether the information is relevant 
or not, since the “closest information” would be required. Sec- 
tion 1.56 does not require information which is not relevant to be 
submitted, but only information which meets the definition of 
material as set out in the rule. 

Comment 31. One comment stated that if proposed §1.56(b)(1) 
is promulgated, there would be no need for proposed § 1 .56(b)(2) 
with regard to information which would make a prima facie case 
of unpatentability and other information required by paragraph 
(b)(2) might be obscure. Another comment argued that para- 
graph (b)(2) was unnecessary, confusing and ambiguous and 
suggested changes in the language to make the requirement clear 
and less ambiguous. 

Reply: The suggestion as to the language change to §1.56(b)(2) 
has been adopted. The final rule language avoids the perceived 
problem of requiring an applicant to submit information support- 
ing a position taken by the examiner. It is not appropriate, 
however, to eliminate paragraph (b)(2) because it is an essential 
part of the definition of information material to patentability and 
will help to ensure that all material facts are brought to the 
attention of the examiner during the examination process. 
Comment 32. One comment questioned the language of pro- 
posed §1.56(b)(2) as to how an applicant could consider a prior 
art reference as supporting a position of unpatentability taken by 
the Office while at the same time disputing that interpretation. 
Reply: The language of §1.56(b)(2) has been modified to clarify 
that information is material to patentability if it refutes, or is 
inconsistent with, a position the applicant takes in (1) opposing 
an argument of unpatentability relied on by the Office, or (2) 
asserting an argument of patentability. 

Comment 33. One comment stated that §1.56(b)(2) was flawed 
in requiring a duty to conduct a file search to make sure that no 
information exists which even arguably contradicts a position 
taken or to be taken in response to the examiner, or which 
supports the examiner’s position which may be improper. 
Reply: Section 1.56(b)(2) does not require a search of files. 
Under §1.56(a), the duty of disclosure is confined to that infor- 
mation which is known to an individual to be material as defined 
in paragraph (b). 

Comment 34. One comment stated that proposed § 1 .56(c) should 
be modified so that the duty of any individual designated as 
having a duty of disclosure would terminate when such indi- 
vidual ceases to be substantively involved in the preparation 
or prosecution of the application. The comment used, as an 
example, an inventor who would not be aware of art cited by the 
examiner which would cause information known to the inventor 
to fall within the definition of materiality for the first time. 
Reply: The suggestion in the comment is not adopted. The duty 
to disclose information material to patentability rests on the 
individuals designated in §1.56(c) until the application issues as 
a patent or becomes abandoned. Paragraph (a) of §1.56 makes it 
clear, however, that each individual has a duty to disclose only 
information which is known to that individual to be material. 
Comment 35. One comment stated that proposed §1.56(c)(3) 
should not include the assignee, or anyone to whom there is an 
obligation to assign the application, in the class of those who 
have a duty to disclose material information since there might be 
a “witch hunt” during litigation to find one employee with 
knowledge of, or possession of, information that should have 
been disclosed. 

Reply: No modification to §1.56(c)(3) is needed since §1.56 sets 
forth that only individuals who are associated with the filing and 
prosecution of a patent application have a duty of candor and 
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good faith, including a duty to disclose to the Office all informa- 
tion known to be material to patentability. 

Comment 36. One comment stated that proposed § 1 .56(d) should 
be revised to expressly allow an inventor to satisfy the duty by 
disclosing information to the practitioner who prepares or pros- 
ecutes the application so that redundant information disclosure 
statements will not be required from both the inventor and the 
attorney or agent. 

Reply: The suggestion in the comment is not adopted since the 
duty as described in §1.56 will be met as long as the information 
in question was cited by the Office or submitted to the Office in 
the manner prescribed by §§1.97(b)-(d) and 1.98 before issu- 
ance of the patent. Statements from both an inventor and the 
practitioner are not required to be submitted. 

Comment 37. One comment stated that proposed §§1.52(c) and 
1.67(c) should be modified to either (1) expressly permit alter- 
ations to be made in an application subsequent to the signing of 
the oath or declaration if a supplemental oath or declaration is 
later submitted, or (2) more properly, prohibit such alterations 
since if alterations are desirable, they can be made and the 
application can be filed with an unsigned oath or declaration. 
Another comment stated that willfully filling out false oaths 
should never be condoned. 

Reply: The Office does not condone willfully filling out false 
oaths. Further, §10.23(c))(1 1) indicates that the Office considers 
it misconduct for a practitioner to knowingly file or cause to be 
filed an application containing a material alteration made after 
the signing of an accompanying oath or declaration without 
identifying the alteration. The Office will not consider striking an 
application in which an alteration was made, but a supplemental 
oath or declaration is required to be filed in an application 
containing alterations made after the signing of the oath or 
declaration. 

Comment 38. One comment stated that the implementation of 
proposed §§1.63(b)(3) and 1.175(a)(7) allows for a two-month 
delay in the deadline for requiring declarations complying there- 
with. 

Reply: The averments in oath or declaration forms presently in 
use that comply with the previous §1.63 or §1.175 will also 
comply with the requirements of the new rules. Therefore, the 
Office will continue to accept the old oath or declaration forms 
as complying with the new rules. 

Comment 39. Five comments questioned the need for the pro- 
posed rules since statistics show that information disclosure 
statements are submitted early in prosecution and questioned 
what new service is being provided for the proposed fee in §1.97. 
Reply: The Office desires to continue to encourage information 
to be submitted promptly so that it can be considered by the 
examiner when the first Office action is prepared. Some people 
have expressed a desire to have the option of waiting to submit 
information until after the first Office action, without concern 
that they will be subject to a charge of inequitable conduct. 
Section 1.97(c), as amended, will provide this option to appli- 
cants in that information will be considered later than three 
months after the filing date of the application (§1.97(a) prior to 
amendment) without a showing of promptness (prior § 1.99). The 
fee will compensate the Office for the added expense caused by 
the late submission of the information and will serve as a 
disincentive to the intentional withholding of information even 
for a short period of time. 

Comment 40. Two comments suggested that proposed 
§1.97(a) be modified so that the mechanism of proposed §1.98 
would not be the only acceptable technique for submitting 
information. 

Reply: The Office has set forth the minimum requirements for 
information to be considered in §§ 1.97 and 1.98. These rules will 
provide certainty for the public of exactly what the requirements 
are, when the Office will consider information and when the 
Office will not consider information. Thus, applicants are pro- 
vided with means for complying with the duty of disclosure by 
following the rules. If information is submitted in a manner so 
that it is not considered by the Office, applicant will assume the 
risk that a court raight find a violation of the duty of candor and 
good faith which includes the duty to disclose material informa- 
tion. 

Comment 41. Four comments suggested that information which 
is recognized by applicant as being material after the period set 
in proposed §1.97(b) as the result of prior art cited by the 
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examiner should be permitted to be submitted to the Office 
without the fee set forth in 1.17(p), the certification or the petition 
fee required by §1.97. 

Reply: The suggestion in the comments is not adopted since it 
would require a certification, e.g., why the information was just 
recognized as being material, and would unduly complicate the 
rules and the procedures for considering information submitted 
by applicant. Applicants can avoid or, at least, minimize the 
problem by submitting information which is known to be rel- 
evant to the application even though it is not yet recognized as 
being required to be submitted because it is material to patent- 
ability. The fees charged are to compensate the Office for the 
additional work that will be necessary when information is 
submitted during an advanced stage of the examination process. 
Comment 42. Two comments suggested that the period for 
submitting information set in proposed §1.97(b) be changed to 
be two months from the issuance of the Official Filing Receipt 
to avoid information disclosure statements being misrouted in 
the Office. 

Reply: The suggestion in the comment is not adopted. The date 
that the Filing Receipt is mailed is not maintained in the applica- 
tion file so there would be administrative difficulty in determin- 
ing when a fee or certification is required to be filed under the 
new rule. An application can be filed with a self-addressed return 
postcard so that applicant can obtain the serial number assigned 
to the application very soon after filing. Further, information 
may be filed under §1.97(b) before the mailing of a first Office 
action on the merits even if this occurs later than three months 
after the application filing date. 

Comment 43. One comment questions whether §1.97(b) or 
§1.97(d) applies in the event of issuance of a final rejection 
within three months of the filing of an application. The comment 
indicated that paragraph (b) should apply in this situation. 
Reply:Paragraph (b) would apply in this situation since the 
paragraph specifies that information may be filed within three 
months of the filing date of the application or before the mailing 
date of a first Office action on the merits, whichever event occurs 
last. Thus, information would be considered pursuant to §1.97(b) 
if it was filed within three months of the filing date of the 
application even if a final rejection was mailed prior to three 
months from the filing date. 

Comment 44. One comment stated that proposed §1.97(b)(1) 
should be clarified to indicate that “the filing of a national 
application” includes “a continuing application which replaces 
the original application.” 

Reply: The suggested modification has not been adopted since it 
is not necessary for clarity. The term “national application” 
includes continuing applications in this and the other patent 
rules. It is not desirable to add the suggested language to all 
occurrences of the term “application” in the rules or to raise the 
implication that continuing applications are not included in the 
term in other rules by adding the suggested language to this rule. 
Comment 45. One comment stated that proposed §1.97 should 
be changed to state that if a responsible party becomes aware of 
material information less than three months before issuance of an 
Office action, that information will be considered timely filed if 
it is submitted together with the response to the action. The 
comment also stated that the Office could go farther and imple- 
ment a rule which specifies that such information will be consid- 
ered timely submitted if it reaches the examiner before the 
response to the Office action is taken up for consideration. Three 
other comments stated that the Office should accept information 
disclosure statements with responses to Office actions, with one 
comment arguing that there is no benefit in submitting two 
papers where one would suffice. 

Reply: The suggestions in the comments are not adopted. The 
rule as proposed and promulgated has the advantage of being 
relatively easy to comply with and administer. Information 
should be submitted promptly so that the examiner will have 
the option of reviewing the information and withdrawing or 
revising the Office action. Requiring information to be submit- 
ted promptly contributes to the efficiency of the examination 
process. 

Comment 46. One comment stated that there should be no fee in 
§1.97 associated with the filing of an information disclosure 
statement since this might impact negatively on the submission 
of material information; rather, it would be sufficient to permit 
material information submitted subsequent to a non-final action 
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to support a final rejection in the next action, in the absence of the 
certification proposed in the rules. Another comment, however, 
stated that the proposed fee requirement would not be a disincen- 
tive to submission of prior art, but would force examiners to 
consider certain art which under current practice often is not 
made of record, but instead, requires the filing of a continuation 
application. 

Reply: The fee required in the rule will serve both to cover 
additional expense caused the Office by the late submission of 
information and will also serve as a disincentive to failing to 
cooperate in submitting information early in the prosecution of 
an application rather than as a disincentive to submitting infor- 
mation at all. 

Comment 47. One comment questioned whether information in 
an information disclosure statement submitted during the period 
set forth by proposed §1.97(c) could be used by an examiner to 
make the next action final if the statement was submitted with a 
certification under §1.97(e). 

Reply: Information submitted with a certification during the 
period set forth in §1.97(c) will not be used to make the next 
Office action final on unamended claims since in this situation it 
is clear that applicant has submitted the information to the Office 
promptly after it has become known and the information is being 
submitted prior to a final determination on patentability by the 
Office. 

Comment 48. One comment stated that it was unfair for the 
Office to require a fee for considering information pursuant to 
proposed §1.97(c) and then also be able to use the information in 
making the Office action final. 

Reply: The policy is not considered to be unfair. If information 
is submitted during the period set forth in §1.97(c) without the 
certification, the fee will compensate the Office for extra work 
that may be caused by the failure to submit information promptly. 
If the cost for this extra work were not placed upon the applicant 
in this situation, the cost would have to be borne by all applicants 
through payment of higher fees. The possibility that the next 
Office action may be made final will further encourage prompt 
disclosure of information to the Office. 

Comment 49. One comment suggested that information should 
be considered (§1.97(c)) after final rejection, since this is differ- 
ent from after allowance when the Office would have to go back 
and reconsider its work. Two comments stated that proposed 
§1.97(c)(1) should not penalize applicants who receive a foreign 
search report after a final rejection is made ir the application and 
that the certification under §1.97(e) should be available until an 
advisory action after final rejection or a notice of allowability 
occurs in the application. Another comment stated that final 
action may not even be on the merits but merely 
administrative. 

Reply: The suggestions in the comments are not adopted. Both a 
notice of allowance and a final rejection represent a final Office 
decision on patentability. Information considered after either of 
these actions may require the Office to alter its position. After 
either of these actions, information will be considered only if it 
is submitted promptly in accordance with §1.97(d) or is submit- 
ted in a refiled application. It should be noted that information 
cited in a foreign search report, if cited to the Office within three 
months of the date on the search report, will be considered by the 
Office if filed before payment of the issue fee. 

Comment 50. One comment stated that proposed §1.97(d) would 
result in unequal treatment of U.S. inventors who file first in the 
Office as compared to foreign inventors who file first in a foreign 
country since the latter will have the results of the search made 
by the foreign examining country earlier in the pendency of the 
U.S. application. Six comments suggested that a U.S. inventor 
should have the ability to make the certification of §1.97(e) and 
to have the Office consider the information, regardless of the 
stage of prosecution at which information from a foreign office 
is submitted. 

Reply: It should be noted that the certification of §1.97(e) can be 
made and information considered by the Office until the issue fee 
is paid on the application. After the issue fee has been paid on an 
application, it is impractical for the Office to attempt to consider 
newly submitted information. The application may be with- 
drawn from issue at this point, however, pursuant to §1.313(b)(5) 
so that the information can be considered in a continuing appli- 
cation, or pursuant to §1.313(b)(3) if applicant states that one or 
more claims are unpatentable over the information that is cited. 
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It is further noted that it is applicants, not the Office, who make 
decisions on when and in which countries to file an application. 
U.S. inventors who may desire to seek patent protection in 
foreign countries have the ability to utilize the provisions of the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty and to delay the requirement to enter 
the national stage until after a search report on the invention is 
made. 

Comment 51. One comment questioned whether a certification 
under §1.97(e) could properly be made in situations where 
information known by the applicant but not considered material 
is cited by a foreign patent office more than three months later 
than the first knowledge by applicant. 

Reply: The language of §1.97(e) has been modified to permit a 
certification to be made in the situation described in the com- 
ment. If an item of information is submitted within three months 
of being cited in a communication from a foreign patent office in 
a counterpart foreign patent application, the certification can be 
properly made regardless of any individual’s previous knowl- 
edge of the information. 

Comment 52. One comment stated that the three-month time 
period for submitting information from foreign patent offices 
under proposed §1.97(e) might be too short because not all 
foreign offices provide copies of references and that the Office 
should provide for a petition in unusual circumstances. Five 
comments stated that a three-month time limit for filing foreign 
search reports is not reasonable but rather that six months would 
be more reasonable. 

Reply: The Office has chosen the three month time period as 
appropriate in view of all the factors involved in obtaining 
information and in the examination process. It should be noted 
that Office actions typically set a three-month shortened statu- 
tory period for response. A response to an Office action generally 
requires more time for preparation than is invol: ed in the submit- 
ting of a foreign search report and copies of the documents cited. 
Comment 53. Five comments suggested that §1.97(e) should 
permit a certification to be made if an individual knew of 
information for more than three months before it was filed but 
did not recognize its materiality or relevance to the application. 
Reply: The suggestion in the comments is not adopted. The 
Office desire. to encourage prompt evaluation of information as 
to materiality by applicants and the Office so as to contribute to 
the efficiency and effectiveness of the examination process. It 
should be noted that an applicant is not required to delay the 
submission of information while evaluating materiality, but can 
submit the information pursuant to §§1.97 and 1.98. 

Comment 54. One comment stated that proposed § 1.97(e) should 
be clarified to specify that the certificates can be made regardless 
of the source of the information being submitted, so long as it is 
disclosed within three months of receipt. One comment stated 
that the three-month period of proposed §1.97(e) should be 
measured from the receipt date of a communication from a 
foreign patent office. 

Reply: A certification under § 1 .97(e) can be made if each item of 
information was cited in a communication from a foreign patent 
office in a counterpart foreign application not more than three 
months prior to filing the statement. A certification can also be 
made if no item of information was cited in a communication 
from a foreign patent office in a counterpari foreign application 
or was known to any individual designated in §1.56(c) more than 
three months prior to filing the information disclosure statement. 
The Office wishes to encourage prompt evaluation of the rel- 
evance of information and to have a date certain for determining 
if a certification can properly be made. Although it is recognized 
that an individual actually becomes aware of the information in 
the communication from a foreign patent office sometime after 
it was mailed, the mailing date of such a communication, if it 
occurs prior to a first awareness of the same information, would 
determine the date for filing of an information disclosure state- 
ment without a fee. The Office is willing to absorb any additional 
cost in considering such information relevant to patentability 
after the time set in proposed paragraph (b) only when it is clear 
that an applicant is diligent in providing the information to the 
Office. 

Comment 55. One comment stated that the cost of making a 
certification under §1.97(e) would be more than the $200.00 fee 
proposed where no certification is made due to difficulties in 
obtaining information from foreign clients. The comment sug- 
gested that the rule provide for (1) the opportunity to provide 
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documentation (as opposed to certification) illustrating when 
the information was received, and (2) the opportunity to 
submit information with increasing fees depending on when 
in the periods of §1.97(c) and (d) the information is 
submitted. 

Reply: The suggestions in the comment are not adopted since 
they would add undue complexity to the rules and procedures. 
Further, the suggested provision of documentation, which pre- 
sumably would be reviewed by someone in the Office, would 
probably add considerably to the overall expense of filing an 
information disclosure statement. No other comments indicated 
a desire for increasing fees depending on when the information 
is submitted. 

Comment 56. Two comments stated that proposed §1.97(e) is 
ambiguous in using the language “to the knowledge of the 
person signing the certification” in that it could refer to “informa- 
tion and belief,” “actual knowledge of the facts” or “no knowl- 
edge to the contrary.” One comment stated that certifications 
should be able to be made on information and belief by a U.S. 
attorney or agent submitting a material reference received from 
a foreign patent attorney or agent, rather than requiring a certifi- 
cation from the foreign individual. Another comment suggested 
that the period should be calculated from when the applicant 
either knew or could have known of the reference because the 
U.S. attorney should not be penalized for delays from their 
foreign patent associates. 

Reply: The certification under §1.97(e) should be made by a 
person who has knowledge of the facts being certified. The 
certification can be made by a practitioner who represents a 
foreign client and who relies on statements made by the foreign 
client as to the date the information first became known. A 
practitioner who receives information from a client without 
being informed whether the information was known for more 
than three months, however, cannot make the certification 


without making reasonable inquiry. 

Comment 57. One comment stated that the language of proposed 
§1.97(e) would preclude the use of the certification in an appli- 
cation by corporations whose practitioners have over the years 
reviewed thousands of patents and technical publications, even 


though they are unaware of the relevance of any one thereof to 
the application. 

Reply: The language of §1.97(e) is not intended to preclude use 
of the certification by representatives of corporations. The certi- 
fication can be based on present, good faith knowledge about 
when information became known without a search of files being 
made. The Office, however, does desire to have information 
considered promptly by applicants as to materiality and to have 
information submitted to the Office early in the prosecution of an 
application. 

Comment 58. One comment suggested that proposed §1.97{e) 
should permit certification only as to information submitted 
within four months of receipt from a foreign patent office, with 
all other late-submitted information requiring a fee so as to not 
open a legal quagmire implicit in the proposed certification 
requirement. 

Reply: The suggestion in the comment is not adopted. The 
certification set forth in §1.97(e) is preferable since it provides 
the avoidance of the payment of a fee by a person who is 
submitting information promptly to the Office. An applicant has 
the option under the circumstances described in §1.97(c), how- 
ever, to not make the certification and to pay the fee instead if so 
desired. 

Comment 59. One comment suggested that proposed §1.97(f) 
be modified to specify that not less than one month will be given 
if a bona fide attempt is made to comply with §1.98 but part of 
the required content is omitted. Another comment suggested that 
§1.97(f) should state that the Office will give (rather than may 
give) additional time for compliance with §1.98. 

Reply: The suggestions in the comments are not adopted. The 
language of §1.97(f) parallels present §1.135(c) since the prac- 
tice and considerations are similar for both rules. The Office 
intends to provide one month to comply with §1.98 where a bona 
fide attempt has been made to do so. 

Comment 60. One comment stated that proposed § | .97(f) should 
specify that the Office shall inform the applicant if a reference 
will not be considered due to noncompliance with §1.98 so as to 
avoid any argument in litigation that a certain reference was not 
considered due to clerical noncompliance. 
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Reply: The Office plans to notify applicants in accordance with 
§§1.97(f) and (i) if submitted information will not be considered. 
The examiner will also indicate in the application record what 
information has been considered. Further details will appear in 
the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure in due course. 
Comment 61. One comment suggested that proposed §1.97(g) 
should be modified to state that the filing of an information 
disclosure statement shall not be construed as a representation 
that no other material information exists such as is set forth in 
current §1.97(b). 

Reply: The suggestion in the comment has not been adopted 
since referring to “no other material information” would imply 
that the information being submitted was admitted to be material. 
There is no requirement that information being submitted be 
material to the application. 

Comment 62. One comment suggested that proposed §1.97(h) 
be modified to state that information not considered by the Office 
will be deemed in all respects to have not been submitted by the 
applicant since this would make a noncompliant submission 
clearly not a fulfillment of the duty of candor. 

Reply: The suggestion in the comment is not adopted. The Office 
has no need or desire to rule on lack of fulfillment of the duty of 
candor in such a situation. The rules are drafted such that $1.56 
sets forth what information is material to patentability and 
§§1.97 and 1.98 set forth procedures to assure consideration of 
information by the Office. 

Comment 63. One comment stated the Office has a duty to 
consider information even if this involves withdrawing an appli- 
cation from issue or publishing a cancellation notice and that 
proposed §1.97(h) should be changed to so state. Another com- 
ment stated that it would be an abdication of the duty that the 
Office owes to the public for information in the file to be ignored 
since issuance of an invalid patent can be used to discourage 
others in the field. The comment suggested that the Office should 
leave in doubt whether the information will be considered or not. 
Reply: It is necessary for the Office to balance its need and desire 
to consider all information relevant to an application with its 
need for an efficient operation and its capability to consider 
information at various stages in the prosecution of an applica- 
tion. The Office is setting forth when information will and will 
not be considered to provide certainty for the public. 

Comment 64. One comment requested information on how a 
United States patent application or other information 
($1.98(a)(1)(iii)) should be listed on a PTO 1449 form. 

Reply: The PTO 1449 has been drafted so as to provide spaces for 
listing documents which are available to the public and which 
will be printed on the patent at issuance. Other information 
should be listed separately from the PTO 1449 form. 
Comment 65. One comment stated that §1.98(a)(2)(i) should not 
require the submission by applicants of United States patents 
listed in an information disclosure statement since the Office is 
better equipped to provide examiners with copies of those 
documents than inventors and their attorneys. Alternatively, the 
comment suggested that the Office should establish a procedure 
whereby an order for the Office to provide the copies of the 
patents at the usual fee can accompany the information disclo- 
sure statement. 

Reply: At the present time, when the Automated Patent System 
has not been fully implemented, the overall cost of the Office 
obtaining copies of patents and associating them with applica- 
tion files would be greater than for applicants to provide copies 
with information disclosure statements. Presumably, the appli- 
cant would be using a copy of the patent in preparing the 
statement and could easily make a copy for submission to the 
Office. 

Comment 66. One comment suggested that §1.98(a)(2)(iii), as 
proposed, be clarified by substituting “except that no copy of a 
U.S. patent application need be included” for the proposed 
phrase “except a U.S. patent application.” 

Reply: The suggested clarification to the language of the rule has 
been adopted. 

Comment 67. A number of comments objected to the require- 
ment in §1.98(a)(3) for a concise explanation of the relevance of 
all items of information being submitted. 

Reply: In response to the comments, §1.98(a)(3) has been modi- 
fied to require a concise explanation only of patents, publications 
or other information listed in an information disclosure state- 
ment that are not in the English language. Applicants may, if they 
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wish, provide concise explanations of why English-language 
information is being submitted and how it is understood to be 
relevant. Concise explanations are helpful to the Office, 
particularly where documents are lengthy and complex and 
applicant is aware of a section that is highly relevant to patent- 
ability. 

Comment 68. Five comments stated that the proposed rules 
should be modified to state that if information is being submitted 
from a foreign search report, the requirement for a concise 
explanation in proposed §1.98(a)(3) may be satisfied by submit- 
ting an English-language version of the search report. 

Reply: The language of §1.98(a)(3) has been modified so that no 
concise explanation is required for information submitted in the 
English language. The concise explanation requirement for non- 
English language information may be met by the submission of 
an English language version of the search report indicating the 
degree of relevance found by the foreign office. It is not neces- 
sary that this detail be included in the rule. 

Comment 69. Five comments questioned whether the require- 
ment in proposed §1.98(a)(3) would be satisfied by a statement 
that the references were cited in the prosecution of a parent 
application. 

Reply: The requirement in §1.98(a)(3) for a concise explanation 
of non-English language information would not be satisfied by 
a statement that a reference was cited in the prosecution of a 
parent application. The concise explanation must explain the 
relevance as presently understood by the person designated in 
§1.56(c) most knowledgeable about the content of the informa- 
tion. 

Comment 70. One comment suggested that proposed § 1 .98(a)(3) 
should be modified to require a concise explanation of “what is 
believed to be” the relevance of information listed to avoid the 
accusation of violation of duty of disclosure merely because 
more relevant portions of the information are later found. An- 
other comment suggested that the concise explanation should 
state what is “reasonably understood by the person submitting 
the statement.” Another comment stated that the applicant should 
be required to explain (1) only what is understood or believed 
about the item of information at the time the disclosure is made, 
or (2) why the item is listed. 

Reply: The suggestions in the comments have been substantially 
adopted in modifying the language of §1.98(a)(3). 

Comment 71. One comment stated that proposed § 1 .98(b) should 
not require the date (unless material) and place of publication of 
journal articles since such information is not given on search 
reports from foreign patent offices or on journals published by 
the American Chemical Society, which just give the year. An- 
other comment indicated that sometimes it is not clear where the 
place of publication is. 

Reply: The suggestions in the comments are not adopted. The 
date of publication is necessary for the Office to be able to 
determine if the information may be used in a rejection of the 
claims in an application. The place of publication refers to the 
name of the journal, magazine or other publication in which the 
article was published, which should be available in the vast 
majority of cases. 

Comment 72. One comment suggested that §1.98(c) should not 
require a translation of a non-English language document to be 
filed if a translation is within the possession, custody or control 
of an individual designated in §1.56(c) because such person may 
not recall that there is a translation somewhere in the records of 
the individual, perhaps having been made for another applica- 
tion years earlier. 

Reply: The requirement of the rule for a translation to be submit- 
ted under limited conditions is not a change in practice. See prior 
§§1.56(j) and 1.97(b). Since the requirement has caused little, if 
any, problem in the past, the suggestion of the comment is not 
adopted. 

Comment 73. One comment suggested that §1.98(c) should be 
revised to make it clear that a reference that is essentially 
cumulative to another reference need not be listed in an informa- 
tion disclosure statement. 

Reply: The concept that cumulative information is not material 
is set forth in §1.56(b). Section 1.98 does not deal with what 
information must be submitted, but provides an exception for 
cumulative information to the requirement for a copy to be 
submitted of each item of information listed in an information 
disclosure statement. 
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Comment 74. One comment stated that a sentence in the pre- 
amble discussion of proposed §1.98(c) was burdensome be- 
cause it would require submission of incomplete or inexact 
translations which may have been made of an item of informa- 
tion. The sentence in question reads: 

“But if the individual has the ability to translate the 

non-English language into English and has done so 

for the purposes of reviewing the information rela- 

tive to the claimed invention, the translation would 

be considered ‘readily available.”” 
Another comment stated that proposed §1.98(c) should be modi- 
fied to require a translation if the non-English language docu- 
ment is to be considered by the examiner since the attorney 
would want to prepare an accurate translation of particularly 
relevant references. One comment suggested that §1.98(c), or 
the preamble discussion, should make it clear that an English- 
language translation of a foreign language material reference 
need not be submitted where an individual merely reads in the 
reference in its original language and translates it mentally but 
does not prepare a written translation. Five other comments 
requested clarification on this point. 
Reply: The Office does not intend to require translations unless 
they have been reduced to writing and are actually translations of 
what is contained in the non-English language information. 
Applicants should note, however, that most examiners do not 
have the ability to understand information which is not in English 
and that the Office will not routinely translate information 
submitted in a non-English language. The examiner will con- 
sider the information insofar as it is understood on its face, e.g., 
drawings, chemical formulas, English-language abstracts, but 
will not have the information translated unless it appears to be 
necessary to do so. Applicants are required to aid the examiner 
by complying with the requirements for a concise explanation in 
§1.98(a)(3) for information submitted in a non-English lan- 
guage. 
Comment 75. One comment stated that §1.98(d) should be 
clarified to state that a copy of an item of information listed in an 
information disclosure statement need not be submitted if the 
reference was cited by the Office or previously submitted to the 
Office in connection with a prior application. 
Reply: The suggestion in the comment is adopted. The language 
of §1.98(d) has been modified to state that a copy of an item of 
information is not required if it was previously cited by the 
Office or previously submitted to the Office in a prior applica- 
tion being relied on for an earlier filing date under 35 
U.S.C. 120. 
Comment 76. One comment suggested that proposed §1.98(d) 
should be revised to not require the submission of a copy of the 
information listed in an information disclosure statement if a 
copy of the information has previously been submitted to the 
Office in a prior application, whether or not the earlier applica- 
tion is being relied upon for an earlier filing date under 35 U.S.C. 
120. 
Reply: The suggestion in the comment is not adopted. The 
exception to the requirement for a copy of each item of informa- 
tion to be submitted has been made with regard to prior applica- 
tions which will normally be available to, and considered by, the 
examiner. It would not be efficient for the examiner to be 
required to seek out unrelated application files to obtain a copy 
of an item of information when a copy could easily be submitted 
by applicant. 
Comment 77. One comment questioned what would be consid- 
ered “timely” under §1.291 so that information would be consid- 
ered by the examiner without payment of a fee, in contrast to 
proposed §1.97 which may require a fee. 
Reply: Section 1.291 has not been amended to redefine timeli- 
ness. The comment seems to imply that the fee requirements of 
§1.97 can be avoided through the use of a protest submitting 
information, but such a course of action might raise questions 
regarding compliance with the duty of candor and good faith 
required in dealings with the Office. 
Comment 78. One comment stated that the Office should not 
drop the acknowledgment of a protest having been filed under 
§1.291 in a reissue application because the acknowledgment 
served as an indication that the protest had been received in the 
examining group from the mail room. 
Reply: The suggestion in the comment is not adopted. Any 
perceived benefit from retaining the acknowledgment is out- 
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weighed by the administrative burden it causes. There is no good 
reason to treat the filing of protests in reissue applications 
differently from the filing of protests in original applications or 
from the filing of other papers in the Office. 

Comment 79. One comment questioned whether an application 
could be withdrawn from issue pursuant to proposed § 1 .313(b)(5) 
without admitting unpatentability. 

Reply: There is no requirement that unpatentability must be 
admitted before an application can be withdrawn from issue 
pursuant to §1.313(b)(5). The rule provides for applications to be 
withdrawn from issue and abandoned for consideration of infor- 
mation in a continuing application. This differs from a petition 
under §1.313(b)(3) based on unpatentability of one or more 
claims. 

Comment 80. One comment questioned whether, if an applica- 
tion is withdrawn from issue pursuant to proposed §1.313(b)(5), 
an information disclosure statement can be submitted in the 
continuing application under §1.97(b) without a certification. 
Reply: A continuing application is treated like any other applica- 
tion with regard to the times set forth in §1.97(b). Thus, for 
example, an information disclosure statement could be filed 
without a fee or certification in a continuing application within 
three months of the filing date of the continuing application 
Comment 81. One comment questioned whether an application 
withdrawn from issue pursuant to §1.313(b)(5) could have new 
art and amendments considered in that application rather than in 
a continuing application. The comment also questioned the 
handling of applications withdrawn from issue pursuant to 
§1.313(b)(3). 

Reply: The language of §1.313(b)(5) makes it clear that an 
application withdrawn from issue thereunder is to be abandoned 
without further prosecution. This differs from an application 
withdrawn from issue pursuant to §1.313(b)(3) because appli- 
cant had admitted the unpatentability of one or more claims. 
Comment 82. One comment questioned whether the continuing 
application mentioned in proposed §1.313(b)(5) could be a file 
wrapper continuing application under §1.62 and how applicants 
can accomplish the withdrawal from issue under proposed 
§1.313(b) late in the prosecution of an application. 

Reply: The continuing application mentioned in §1.313(b)(5) 
can be a file wrapper continuing application under §1.62. Even 
though § 1.62 requires a file wrapper continuing application to be 
filed before the payment of the issue fee, the Office will consider 
the filing of a petition to withdraw from issue under §1.313(b)(5) 
as sufficient grounds to waive that requirement of §1.62. Late in 
the prosecution of an application, the Office has difficulty in 
matching papers with the application file. Papers requesting that 
an application be withdrawn from issue after the issue fee is paid 
should be directed, or preferably hand-carried, to the Office of 
Petitions in the Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents. 
Comment 83. Seven comments suggested that §1.555(a) should 
not be amended to require the submission of “all information 
material to patentability” since a reexamination proceeding is 
limited to consideration of patents and printed publications. 
Reply: The suggestion in the comments has been adopted. A 
paragraph (b), which defines what information is material to 
patentability in a reexamination proceeding, has been added to 
the rule. 

Comment 84. One comment suggested that proposed §1.555(a) 
should be modified to make clear that there is no duty of 
disclosure on employees of a corporate patent owner if the 
employees are not substantively involved in the preparation of 
the reexamination request or the reexamination proceeding. 
Reply: The suggestion in the comment to modify the language in 
§1.555(a) has not been adopted. The rule refers to individuals 
who are substantively involved on behalf of the patent owner in 
a reexamination proceeding. 

Comment 85. Two comments stated that the Office should 
consider fraud or other inequitable conduct issues in interference 
proceedings 

Reply: The suggestion in the comments has been adopted. The 
Office will consider inequitable conduct issues in interference 
proceedings as announced on November 19, 1991, in the Official 
Gazette of the Patent and Trademark Office at | 132 Off. Gaz. Pat. 
Off. 33. 

Comment 86. One comment requested more examples with 
regard to proposed §10.23(c)( 10) of what alteration or combina- 
tion of alterations in a declaration would be considered material. 
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Reply: It is not the function of the rules or the rulemaking process 
to provide a detailed listing of what alterations may be consid- 
ered to be improper. This consideration will necessarily be made 
in view of the totality of the circumstances involved. 
Practitioners would be well advised to avoid filing applications 
which contain alterations which have not been initialed and 
dated. 

Comment 87. Two comments stated that §10.23(c)(10) should 
be amended to prohibit knowingly attempting to mislead the 
Office in the drafting or prosecution of a patent application. One 
comment stated that attempted fraud or inequitable conduct 
would not be prohibited by proposed §10.23(c)(10) because 
such conduct would not be a violation of proposed §§1.56 or 
1.555. 

Reply: No amendment is necessary to the language of 
§10.23(c)(10). It should be noted that the duty of candor and 
good faith in dealing with the Office is included in §§1.56 and 
1.555. This duty includes a prohibition against knowingly at- 
tempting to mislead the Office. 

Comment 88. Five comments stated that it would be unfair to 
impose the new disclosure requirements and fees on applications 
that are pending before the Office on the effective date of the new 
rule. Another comment stated that the rules should be immedi- 
ately effective for all pending applications with some grace 
period for making the initial disclosure without penalty and 
without fee. 

Reply: The Office will apply the new rules to all applications 
pending on, or filed on or after, the effective date of the rules. 
While this implementation may cause some burden on 
some applicants, other applicants will obtain benefits not 
otherwise available. This decision will also ease the ad- 
ministrative burden on the Office in implementing the new 
rules. 


Other Considerations 

The rule change is in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq., Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Small Business Administration that the rule 
change will not have a significant adverse economic impact on 
a substantial number of small entities (Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)) because the rules as adopted do not require 
individuals to submit information that they are not already aware 
of and are not already under an obligation to provide to the 
Office. The rules further promote the efficiency of the examina- 
tion process by encouraging a timely submission of an informa- 
tion disclosure statement and by substantially eliminating rejec- 
tions based on inequitable conduct, thereby reducing the costs to 
all patent applicants. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that this rule 
change is not a major rule under Executive Order 12291. The 
annual effect on the economy will be less than $100 
million. There will be no major increase in costs or prices for 
consumers, individual industries, Federal, state or geographic 
regions. There will be no significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, productivity or innova- 
tion, or on the ability of the United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has also determined that this 
rule change has no Federalism implications affecting the rela- 
tionship between the National Government and the States as 
outlined in Executive Order 12612. 

This rule contains a collection of information requirement 
subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act, which has previously 
been approved by the Office of Management and Budget 
under Control No. 0651-0011. Each information 
disclosure statement is estimated to take approximately 30 
minutes, including time for reviewing instructions, gathering 
and maintaining data needed, and completing and reviewing 
the collection of information. The time estimate has been 
reduced from that stated in the proposal since the requirement 
for a concise explanation of the relevance of each item 
of information cited in an information disclosure statement 
has been limited to information submitted in a language 
other than English. Send comments regarding this burden 
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estimate to the Patent and Trademark Office, Office of 
Management and Organization, and to the Office of Information 
and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and Budget, 
Washington, D.C. 20503. (Attention Paper Reduction Project 
0651-0011) 


List of Subjects 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Inventions and patents, 
Reporting and record keeping requirements, Small businesses. 


37 CFR Part 10 


Administrative practice and procedure, Inventions and pat- 
ents, Lawyers, Reporting and record keeping requirements. 


For the reasons set forth in the preamble, 37 CFR Parts | and 
10 are amended as follows: 


Part | - Rules of Practice in Patent Cases 


1. The authority citation for Part | continues to read as 
follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. In §1.17, paragraph(i)(1) is revised and paragraph (p) is 
added to read as follows: 


§1.17 Patent application processing fees. 


eee 


(i)(1) For filing a petition to the Commissioner under a section 
of this part listed below which refers to this para- 


§1.12—for access to an assignment record. 

§1.14—for access to an application. 

§1.53—to accord a filing date. 

§1.55—for entry of late priority papers. 

§1.60—to accord a filing date. 

§1.62—1o accord a filing date. 

§1.97(d)—to consider an information disclosure 
statement. 

§1.103—to suspend action in application. 

§1.177—for divisional reissues to issue separately. 

§1.312—for amendment after payment of issue fee. 

§1.313—to withdraw an application from issue. 

§1.314—1o defer issuance of a patent. 

§1.334—for patent to issue to assignee, assignment 
recorded late. 

§1.666(b)—for access to interference settlement 
agreement. 


eee 


(p) For submission of an information disclosure statement 
under §1.97(c) 


3. Section 1.28, paragraph (d)(2) is revised to read as 
follows: 


§1.28 Effect on fees of failure to establish status, or change 
status, as a small entity. 


eee 


(d)(1) * * * 
(2) Improperly and with intent to deceive 
(i) establishing status as a small entity, 
or 
(ii) paying fees as a small entity 
shall be considered as a fraud practiced or attempted on the 
Office. 


4. Section 1.51, paragraph (b) is revised to read as 
follows: 
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§1.51 General requisites of an application. 


ee £4% 


(b) Applicants are encouraged to file an information disclo- 
sure statement. See §§1.97 and 1.98. 


5. Section 1.52, paragraph (c) is revised to read as 
follows: 


§1.52 Language, paper, writing, margins. 


ee ee% 


(c) Any interlineation, erasure, cancellation or other alteration 
of the application papers filed should be made before the signing 
of any accompanying oath or declaration pursuant to §1.63 
referring to those application papers and should be dated and 
initialed or signed by the applicant on the same sheet of paper. 
Application papers containing alterations made after the signing 
of an oath or declaration referring to those application papers 
must be supported by a supplemental oath or declaration under 
§1.67(c). After the signing of the oath or declaration referring to 
the application papers, amendments may be made in the manner 
provided by §§1.121 and 1.123 through 1.125. 


eee 


6. Section 1.56 is revised to read as follows: 
§1.56 Duty to disclose information material to patentability. 


(a) A patent by its very nature is affected with a public interest. 
The public interest is best served, and the most effective patent 
examination occurs when, at the time an application is being 
examined, the Office is aware of and evaluates the teachings of 
all information material to patentability. Each individual associ- 
ated with the filing and prosecution of a patent application has a 
duty of candor and good faith in dealing with the Office, which 
includes a duty to disclose to the Office all information known to 
that individual to be material to patentability as defined in this 
section. The duty to disclose information exists with respect to 
each pending claim until the claim is cancelled or withdrawn 
from consideration, or the application becomes abandoned. 
Information material to the patentability of a claim that is can- 
celled or withdrawn from consideration need not be submitted 
if the information is not material to the patentability of any claim 
remaining under consideration in the application. There is no 
duty to submit information which is not material to the patent- 
ability of any existing claim. The duty to disclose all information 
known to be material to patentability is deemed to be satisfied if 
all information known to be material to patentability of any claim 
issued in a patent was cited by the Office or submitted to the 
Office in the manner prescribed by §§1.97(b)-(d) and 1.98. 
However, no patent will be granted on an application in connec- 
tion with which fraud on the Office was practiced or attempted 
or the duty of disclosure was violated through bad faith or 
intentional misconduct. The Office encourages applicants to 
carefully examine; (1) prior art cited in search reports of a foreign 
patent office in a counterpart application, and (2) the closest 
information over which individuals associated with the filing or 
prosecution of a patent application believe any pending claim 
patentably defines, to make sure that any material information 
contained therein is disclosed to the Office. 

(b) Under this section, information is material to patentability 
when it is not cumulative to information already of record or 
being made of record in the application, and 

(1) it establishes, by itself or in combination with other 
information, a prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim; or 
(2) it refutes, or is inconsistent with, a position the applicant 
takes in: 
(i) opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on by 
the Office, or 
(ii) asserting an argument of patentability. 
A prima facie case of unpatentability is established when the 
information compels a conclusion that a claim is unpatentable 
under the preponderance of evidence, burden-of-proof standard, 
giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable construc- 
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tion consistent with the specification, and before any consider- 
ation is given to evidence which may be submitted in an attempt 
to establish a contrary conclusion of patentability. 
(c) Individuals associated with the filing or prosecution of 
a patent application within the meaning of this section are: 
(1) each inventor named in the application; 
(2) each attorney or agent who prepares or pros- 
ecutes the application; and 
(3) every other person who is substantively involved 
in the preparation or prosecution of the application and who is 
associated with the inventor, with the assignee or with anyone to 
whom there is an obligation to assign the application. 
(d) Individuals other than the attorney, agent or inventor 
may comply with this section by disclosing information to the 
attorney, agent, or inventor. 


7. Section 1.63, paragraphs (b)(3) and (d) are revised to 
read as follows: 


$1.63 Oath or declaration. 


e*#ee4% 


(b) *** 

(3) Acknowledges the duty to disclose to the Office 
all information known to the person to be material to patentabil- 
ity as defined in §1.56. 

(d) In any continuation-in-part application filed under the 
conditions specified in 35 U.S.C. 120 which discloses and claims 
subject matter in addition to that disclosed in the prior copending 
application, the oath or declaration must also state that the person 
making the oath or declaration acknowledges the duty to dis- 
close to the Office all information known to the person to be 
material to patentability as defined in §1.56, which became 
available between the filing date of the prior application and the 
national or PCT international filing date of the continuation-in- 
part application. 


8. Section 1.67 is amended by adding a new paragraph 


(c) to read as follows: 


$1.67 Supplemental oath or declaration. 


eeee% 


(c) A supplemental oath or declaration meeting the require- 
ments of §1.63 must also be filed if the application was altered 
after the oath or declaration was signed or if the oath or declara- 
tion was signed: 

(1) in blank; 

(2) without review thereof by the person making the 
oath or declaration; or 

(3) without review of the specification, including the 
claims, as required by §1.63(b)(1). 


9. Section 1.97 is revised to read as follows: 
$1.97 Filing of information disclosure statement. 


(a) In order to have information considered by the Office 
during the pendency of a patent application, an information 
disclosure statement in compliance with §1.98 should be filed 
in accordance with this section. 

(b) An information disclosure statement shall be consid- 
ered by the Office if filed: 

(1) within three months of the filing date of a national 
application; 

(2) within three months of the date of entry of the 
national stage as set forth in §1.491 in an interna- 
tional application; or 

(3) before the mailing date of a first Office action on the 
merits, whichever event occurs last. 

(c) An information disclosure statement shall be consid- 
ered by the Office if filed after the period specified in paragraph 
(b) of this section, but before the mailing date of either 

(1) a final action under §1.113 or 

(2) a notice of allowance under §1.311, 

whichever occurs first, provided the statement is accompanied 
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by either a certification as specified in paragraph (e) of this 
section or the fee set forth in §1.17(p). 
(d) An information disclosure statement shall be consid- 
ered by the Office if filed after the mailing date of either 
(1) a final action under §1.113 or 
(2) a notice of allowance under §1.311, 
whichever occurs first, but before payment of the issue fee, 
provided the statement is accompanied by: 
(i) a certification as specified in paragraph (e) of this 
section, 
(ii) a petition requesting consideration of the informa- 
tion disclosure statement, and 
(iii) the petition fee set forth in §1.17(i)(1). 
(e) A certification under this section must state either 
(1) that each item of information contained in the infor- 
mation disclosure statement was cited in a commu- 
nication from a foreign patent office in a counterpart 
foreign application not more than three months prior 
to the filing of the statement, or 
(2) that no item of information contained in the informa- 
tion disclosure statement was cited in a communica- 
tion from a foreign patent office in a counterpart 
foreign application or, to the knowledge of the per- 
son signing the certification after making reasonable 
inquiry, was known to any individual designated in 
§1.56(c) more than three months prior to the filing 
of the statement. 

(f) No extensions of time for filing an information disclo- 
sure statement are permitted under § 1.136. If a bona fide attempt 
is made to comply with §1.98, but part of the required content is 
inadvertently omitted, additional time may be given to enable 
full compliance. 

(g) An information disclosure statement filed in accor- 
dance with this section shall not be construed as a representation 
that a search has been made. 

(h) The filing of an information disclosure statement shall 
not be construed to be an admission that the information cited in 
the statement is, or is considered to be, material to patentability 
as defined in §1.56(b). 

(i) Information disclosure statements, filed before the grant 
of a patent, which do not comply with this section and §1.98 will 
be placed in the file, but will not be considered by the Office. 


10. Section 1.98 is revised to read as follows: 
$1.98 Content of information disclosure statement. 


(a) Any information disclosure statement filed under 
$1.97 shall include: 
(1) A list of all patents, publications, or other informa- 
tion submitted for consideration by the Office; 
(2) A legible copy of: 
(i) Each U.S. and foreign patent; 
(ii) Each publication or that portion which caused it to 
be listed; and 
(iii) All other information or that portion which caused 
it to be listed, except that no copy of a U.S. patent 
application need be included; and 
(3) A concise explanation of the relevance, as it is 
presently understood by the individual designated in 
§1.56(c) most knowledgeable about the content of 
the information, of each patent, publication, or 
other information listed that is not in the 
English language. The concise explanation may be 
either separate from the specification or incorpo- 
rated therein. 

(b) Each U.S. patent listed in an information disclosure state- 
ment shall be identified by patentee, patent number and issue 
date. Each foreign patent or published foreign patent application 
shall be identified by the country or patent office which issued 
the patent or published the application, an appropriate document 
number, and the publication date indicated on the patent or 
published application. Each publication shall be identified by 
author (if any), title, relevant pages of the publication, date and 
place of publication. 

(c) When the disclosures of two or more patents or publica- 
tions listed in an information disclosure statement are substan- 
tively cumulative, a copy of one of the patents or publications 
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may be submitted without copies of the other patents or publica- 
tions provided that a statement is made that these other patents or 
publications are cumulative. If a written English-language trans- 
lation of a non-English language document, or portion thereof, 
is within the possession, custody or control of, or is readily 
available to any individual designated in §1.56(c), a copy of the 
translation shall accompany the statement. 

(d) A copy of any patent, publication or other information 
listed in an information disclosure statement is not required to be 
provided if it was previously cited by or submitted to the Office 
in a prior application, provided that the prior application is 
properly identified in the statement and relied upon for an earlier 
filing date under 35 U.S.C. 120. 


11. Section 1.99 is removed and reserved. 


12. Section 1.175, paragraph (a)(7), is revised to read as 
follows: 


§1.175 Reissue oath or declaration. 


(a) ** * 
(7) Acknowledging the duty to disclose to the Office all 
information known to applicants to be material to patentability as 
defined in § 1.56. 


eee % 
13. Section 1.193(c) is removed and reserved. 


§1.193 Examiner’s Answer. 


14. Section 1.291, paragraphs (a) and (c), are revised to 
read as follows: 


§1.291 Protests by the public against pending applications. 


(a) Protests by a member of the public against pending 
applications will be referred to the examiner having charge of the 
subject matter involved. A protest specifically identifying the 
application to which the protest is directed will be entered in the 
application file if: 

(1) the protest is timely submitted; and 
(2) the protest is either served upon the applicant in 
accordance with §1.248, or filed with the Office in 
duplicate in the event service is not possible. 
Protests raising fraud or other inequitable conduct issues will be 
entered in the application file, generally without comment on 
those issues. Protests which do not adequately identify a pending 
patent application will be disposed of and will not be considered 

by the Office. 


see 


(c) A member of the public filing a protest in an application 
under paragraph (a) of this section will not receive any commu- 
nications from the Office relating to the protest, other than the 
return of a self-addressed postcard which the member of the 
public may include with the protest in order to receive an 
acknowledgment by the Office that the protest has been re- 
ceived. The Office may communicate with the applicant regard- 
ing any protest and may require the applicant to respond to 
specific questions raised by the protest. In the absence of a 
request by the Office, an applicant has no duty to, and need not, 
respond to a protest. The limited involvement of the member of 
the public filing a protest pursuant to paragraph (a) of this section 
ends with the filing of the protest, and no further submission on 
behalf of the protestor will be considered unless such submission 
raises new issues which could not have been earlier presented. 


15. Section 1.313, paragraph (b), is revised to read as 
follows: 


§1.313 Withdrawal from issue. 


*ee 4% 


(b) When the issue fee has been paid, the application will 
not be withdrawn from issue for any reason except: 
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(1) a mistake on the part of the Office; 

(2) a violation of §1.56 or illegality in the application; 

(3) unpatentability of one or more claims; 

(4) for interference; or 

(5) for abandonment to permit consideration of an 
information disclosure statement under §1.97 in a continuing 
application. 


16. Section 1.555 is revised to read as follows: 


§1.555 Information material to patentability in reexamination 
proceedings. 


(a) A patent by its very nature is affected with a public 
interest. The public interest is best served, and the most effective 
reexamination occurs when, at the time a reexamination pro- 
ceeding is being conducted, the Office is aware of and evaluates 
the teachings of all information material to patentability in a 
reexamination proceeding. Each individual associated with the 
patent owner in a reexamination proceeding has a duty of candor 
and good faith in dealing with the Office, which includes a duty 
to disclose to the Office all information known to that individual 
to be material to patentability in a reexamination proceeding. 
The individuals who have a duty to disclose to the Office all 
information known to them to be material to patentability in a 
reexamination proceeding are the patent owner, each attorney or 
agent who represents the patent owner, and every other indi- 
vidual who is substantively involved on behalf of the patent 
owner in a reexamination proceeding. The duty to disclose the 
information exists with respect to each claim pending in the 
reexamination proceeding until the claim is cancelled. Informa- 
tion material to the patentability of a cancelled claim need no be 
submitted if the information is not material to patentability of any 
claim remaining under consideration in the reexamination pro- 
ceeding. The duty to disclose all information known to be 
material to patentability in a reexamination proceeding is deemed 
to be satisfied if all information known to be material to patent- 
ability of any claim in the patent after issuance of the reexamina- 
tion certificate was cited by the Office or submitted to the Office 
in an information disclosure statement. However, the duties of 
candor, good faith, and disclosure have not been complied with 
if any fraud on the Office was practiced or attempted or the duty 
of disclosure was violated through bad faith or intentional 
misconduct by, or on behalf of, the patent owner in the reexami- 
nation proceeding. Any information disclosure statement must 
be filed with the items listed in §1.98(a) as applied to individuals 
associated with the patent owner in a reexamination proceeding, 
and should be filed within two months of the date of the order for 
reexamination, or as soon thereafter as possible. 

(b) Under this section, information is material to patent- 
ability in a reexamination proceeding when it is not cumulative 
to information of record or being made of record in the reexami- 
nation proceeding, and 

(1) itis a patent or printed publication that estab- 
lishes, by itself or in combination with other 
patents or printed publications, a prima facie case 
of unpatentability of a claim; or 

(2) it refutes, or is inconsistent with, a position the 
patent owner takes in: 

(i) opposing an argument of unpatentability re- 
lied on by the Office, or 
(ii) asserting an argument of patentability. 

A prima facie case of unpatentability of a claim pending in a 
reexamination proceeding is established when the information 
compels a conclusion that a claim is unpatentable under the 
preponderance of evidence, burden-of-proof standard, 
giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable 
construction consistent with the specification, and before 
any consideration is given to evidence which may be sub- 
miited in an attempt to establish a contrary conclusion of patent- 
ability. 

(c) The responsibility for compliance with this section rests 
upon the individuals designated in paragraph (a) of this section 
and no evaluation will be made by the Office in the reexamina- 
tion proceeding as to compliance with this section. If questions 
of compliance with this section are discovered during a reexami- 
nation proceeding, they will be noted as unresolved questions in 
accordance with §1.552(c). 
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Part 10 - Representation of Others Before the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office 


17. The authority citation for Part 10 continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 500; 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, 
31, 32, 41. 


18. Section 10.23, paragraphs (c)(10) and (c)(11), are 
revised to read as follows: 


§10.23 Misconduct. 


see 


(c) *** 

(10) Knowingly violating or causing to be violated the 
requirements of §1.56 or §1.555 of this subchapter. 

(11) Knowingly filing or causing to be filed an applica- 
tion containing any material alteration made in the application 
papers after the signing of the accompanying oath or declaration 
without identifying the alteration at the time of filing the appli- 
cation papers. 
Jan 9, 1992 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 

of Patents and Trademarks 


[1135 OG 13] 


(59) Implementation of Rules on Information 
Disclosure Statements 


New rules on the duty of disclosure and information disclo- 
sure statements, effective March 16, 1992, were published in the 


Federal Register at 57 FR 2021 (Jan. 17, 1992) and in the 
Official Gazette at 1135 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 13 
(Feb. 4, 1992). 

The procedures for handling information disclosure state- 
ments (37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98) will be set forth in Section 609 of 
the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP). A copy of 
the instructions: being given to examiners for handling informa- 
tion disclosure statements under the new rules is being published 
for the benefit of the public. Also being published is a sample 
declaration form which incorporates language conforming to the 
amendment to 37 CFR 1.63 contained in the new rules. Decia- 
ration forms acceptable under the rules in effect prior to the 
change effective March 16, 1992, will continue to be acceptable 
under the new rules. 

The Office is considering changing its policy regarding the 
printing on patents of citations of information considered in 
patent applications. The proposed change will not affect consid- 
eration by the examiner of information submitted to the Office in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.97(b)-(d) and 1.98. The proposed 
change affects only the information printed on the patent. Pres- 
ently, as set forth in the last paragraph of the instructions which 
follow, information properly submitted by applicant and consid- 
ered by the examiner will be printed on the patent along with the 
references cited by the examiner in Office actions. It has been 
suggested that it would be more helpful to the Office and to the 
public in using a patent for future search purposes if only the 
references cited and/or relied upon by the examiner in Office 
actions were listed on the printed patent. Alternatively, it has 
been suggested that the references listed on a patent be differen- 
tiated as to whether they were cited and/or relied on by the 
examiner or cited by applicant but not relied on by the examiner. 
The Office has a preference for the option that lists only the 
information cited and/or relied on by the examiner because it 
reduces printing costs (some citations by applicants now add 
several additional pages to the patent grant) and minimizes 
processing problems associated with correcting incomplete or 
inaccurate citations before the patent is printed. Public comment 
on these proposals is welcomed and should be directed to J. 
Michael Thesz (703-305-9384) or by mail directed to Mr. Thesz 
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in the Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents. Com- 

ments should be received before May 29, 1992. 

April 20, 1992 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 

Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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(60) Processing of Information Disclosure Statements 
Under the New Rules Effective March 16, 1992 


Applicants and other individuals substantively involved with 
the preparation and/or prosecution of a patent application have 
a duty to submit to the Office information which is material to 
patentability as defined in 37 CFR 1.56. These individuals also 
may want the Office to consider information for a variety of other 
reasons, e.g., without first determining whether the information 
meets any particular standard of materiality, or because another 
patent office considered the information to be relevant in a 
counterpart or related patent application filed in another country, 
or to make sure that the examiner has an opportunity to consider 
the same information that was considered by the individuals that 
were substantively involved with the preparation or prosecution 
of a patent application. 

An information disclosure statement filed in accordance with 
the provisions of 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98 provides the procedure 
available to an applicant to submit information to the Office so 
that information will be considered by the examiner assigned to 
the application. The requirements for the content of a statement 
have been simplified in the new rules effective March 16, 1992, 
to encourage individuals associated in a substantive way with the 
filing and prosecution of a patent application to submit informa- 
tion to the Office so the examiner can determine its relevance to 
the claimed invention. The procedure for submitting an informa- 
tion disclosure statement under the new rules are designed to 
encourage individuals to submit information to the Office 
promptly. 

In order to have information considered by the Office during 
the pendency of a patent application, an information disclosure 
statement in compliance with 37 CFR 1.98 as to content must be 
filed in accordance with the procedural requirements of 37 CFR 
1.97. The requirements as to content are discussed in A below. 
The requirements based on the time of filing the statement are 
discussed in B below. Examiner handling of information disclo- 
sure statement is discussed in C below. 

The Office has set forth the minimum requirements for infor- 
mation to be considered in 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98. Once the 
minimum requirements are met, the examiner has an obligation 
to consider the information. These rules provide certainty for the 
public by defining what the requirements are, when the Office 
will consider information and when the Office will not consider 
information. 

The filing of an information disclosure statement shall not be 
construed as a representation that a search has been made. 37 
CFR 1.97(g). There is no requirement that an application for a 
patent make a patentability search. Further, the filing of an 
information disclosure statement shall not be construed to be an 
admission that the information cited in the statement is, or is 
considered to be, material to patentability as defined in 37 CFR 
1.56(b). 37 CFR 1.97(h). See MPEP 706.02(b) regarding admis- 
sions by applicant. 

Multiple information disclosure statements may be filed in a 
single application, and they will be considered, provided each is 
in compliance with the appropriate requirements. Use of form 
PTO-1449, “Information Disclosure Citation,” is encouraged as 
a means providing the required list of information. See C(2) 
below. 

Information which is cited or submitted to the Office in the 
parent application of a file wrapper continuing application under 
37 CFR 1.62 will be part of the file before the examiner and need 
not be resubmitted in the continuing application. Likewise, the 
examiner will consider information cited or submitted to the 
Office in a parent application when examining a continuing 
application and thus this information need not be resubmitted 
unless applicant desires the information to be printed on the 
patent. 
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A. Coutent 


An information disclosure statement must comply with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1.98 as to content in order to be considered 
by the Office. Each information disclosure statement must 
comply with the applicable provisions of A(1), A(2) and A(3) 
below. 


A(1)Each information disclosure statement must include a 
list of all patents, publications, or other information submit- 
ted for consideration by the Office. 


Paragraph (b) of 37 CFR 1.98 requires that each U.S. patent 
listed in an information disclosure statement be identified by 
patentee, patent number and issue date. Each foreign patent or 
published foreign patent application must be identified by the 
country or patent office which issued the patent or published the 
application, an appropriate document number, and the publica- 
tion date indicated on the patent or published application. Each 
publication must be identified by author (if any), title, relevant 
pages of the publication, date (at least month and year) and place 
of publication. The place of publication refers to the name of the 
journal, magazine or other publication in which the information 
being submitted was published. 

The list may not be incorporated into the specification but 
must be submitted in a separate paper. A separate list is required 
so that it is easy to confirm that applicant intends to submit an 
information disclosure statement, and because it provides a 
readily available checklist for the examiner to indicate which 
identified documents have been considered. A copy of a separate 
list will also provide a simple means of communication to 
applicant to indicate the listed documents that have been consid- 
ered and those listed documents that have not been considered. 
Use of form PTO-1449, “Information Disclosure Citation,” is 
encouraged. See C(2) below. 


A(2) In addition to the list, each information disclosure state- 
ment must also include a legible copy of: 


(i) Each U.S. and foreign patent; 

(ii) Each publication or that portion which caused it to be 
listed; and 

(iii) All other information or that portion which caused it 
to be listed, except that no copy of a U.S. patent application need 
be included. 


There are exceptions to this general rule that a copy must be 
provided. First, paragraph (d) of 37 CFR 1.98 states that a copy 
of any patent, publication or other information listed in an 
information disclosure statement is not required to be provided 
if it was previously cited by or submitted to the Office in a prior 
application, provided that the prior application is properly iden- 
tified in the statement and relied upon for an earlier filing date 
under 35 U.S.C. 120. The examiner will consider information 
cited or submitted to the Office in a prior application relied on 
under 35 U.S.C. 120. This exception to the requirement for 
copies of information does not apply to information which was 
cited in an international application under the Patent Coopera- 
tion Treaty. 

Second, paragraph (c) of 37 CFR 1.98 states that when the 
disclosures of two or more patents or publications listed in an 
information disclosure statement are substantively cumulative, a 
copy of the one of the patents or publications may be submitted 
without copies of the other patents or publications provided that 
a statement is made that these other patents or publications are 
cumulative. The examiner will then consider only the patent or 
publication of which a copy is submitted and will so indicate on 
the list or form PTO-1449 submitted, e.g., by crossing-out the 
listing of the cumulative information. 

Paragraph (c) of 37 CFR 1.98 further states that if a written 
English language translation of a non-English language docu- 
ment, or portion thereof, is within the possession, custody or 
control of, or is readily available to any individual designated in 
37 CFR 1.56(c), a copy of the translation shall accompany the 
statement. Translations are not required to be filed unless they 
have been reduced to writing and are actually translations of 
what is contained in the non-English language information. If no 
translation is submitted, the examiner will consider the informa- 
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tion in view of the concise explanation and insofar as it is 
understood on its face, e.g., drawings, chemical formulas, En- 
glish language abstracts, in the same manner that non-English 
language information in Office search files is considered by 
examiners in conducting searches. 


A(3) Each information disclosure statement must further 
include a concise explanation of the relevance, as it is pres- 
ently understood by the individual designated in 37 CFR 
1.56(c) most knowledgeable about the content of the informa- 
tion, of each patent, publication, or other information listed 
that is not in the English language. The concise explanation 
may be either separate from the specification or incorpo- 
rated therein. 


The requirement for a concise explanation of relevance is 
limited to information that is not in the English language. The 
explanation required is limited to the relevance as understood by 
the individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) most knowledge- 
able about the content of the information at the time the informa- 
tion is submitted to the Office. If a translation of the information 
into English is submitted with the foreign language information, 
no concise explanation is required. There is no requirement for 
the translation to be verified. Where the information listed is not 
in the English language, but was cited in a search report by a 
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application, the 
requirement for a concise explanation of relevance can be 
satisfied by submitting an English language version of the search 
report which indicates the degree of relevance found by the 
foreign office. The requirement for a concise explanation of non- 
English language information would not be satisfied by a state- 
ment that a reference was cited in the prosecution of a parent, 
related, or copending United States application. 

The concise explanation may indicate that a particular figure 
or paragraph of the patent or publication is relevant to the 
claimed invention. It might be a simple statement pointing to 
similarities between the item of information and the claimed 
invention. It is permissible but not necessary to discuss differ- 
ences between the cited information and the claims. 

Applicants may, if they wish, provide a concise explanation of 
why English-language information is being submitted and how 
it is understood to be relevant. Concise explanations are helpful 
to the Office, particularly where documents are lengthy and 
complex and applicant is aware of a section that is highly 
relevant to patentablilty or where a large number of documents 
are submitted and applicant is aware that one or more are highly 
relevant to patentability. 


B. Time for Filing 


The procedure and requirements for submitting an informa- 
tion disclosure statement are linked to four stages in the process- 
ing of a patent application: (1) within three months of filing, or 
before first Office action, whichever is later; (2) after the period 
in (1), but before final Office action or a Notice of Allowance, 
whichever is earlier; (3) after the period in (2) but on or before the 
issue fee is paid; and (4) after the period in (3) and up to the time 
the patent application can be effectively withdrawn from issue. 
The procedures and requirements apply to applications filed 
under 35 U.S.C. 111 (utility), 161 (plants), 171 (designs), and 
251 (reissue), as well as international applications entering the 
national stage under 35 U.S.C. 371. 

The requirements based on the time when the informa- 
tion disclosure statement is filed are summarized as fol- 
lows: 

Time when IDS is filed 37 CFR 1.97 Requirements 
(1) Within 3 months of filing or 
before first Office action on 

the merits, whichever is later. 


None (always considered). 


(2) After (1) but before final Certification or 1.17(p) fee. 
action or notice of allowance. 

(3) After final action or notice 
of allowance and before pay- 
ment of issue fee. 


Certification, petition, and 
petition fee. 
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B(1) Statement filed BEFORE first action on the merits or 
within three (3) months of actual filing date (37 CFR 1.97(b)). 


An information disclosure statement will be considered by the 
examiner if filed: 


(i) within three months of the filing date of a national 
application; 

(ii) within three months of the date of entry of the national 
stage as set forth in 37 CFR 1.491 in an international application; 
or 

(iii) before the mailing date of a first Office action on the 
merits, 
whichever event occurs last. A statement filed within this period 
requires neither a fee nor a certification of prompt filing. 


The term “national application” includes continuing applica- 
tions (continuations, divisions, continuations-in-part) so three- 
months will be measured from the actual filing date of an 
application as apposed to the effective date of a continuing 
application. 

All information disclosure statements that comply with the 
content requirements of 37 CFR 1.98 and are filed within three 
months of the filing date will be considered by the examiner, 
regardless of whatever else has occurred in the examination 
process up to that point in time. Thus, in the rare instance that a 
final Office action or a notice of allowance is prepared and 
mailed prior to a date which is three months from the filing date, 
any information contained in a complete information disc!osure 
statement filed within that three-month window will be consid- 
ered by the examiner. 

Likewise, an information disclosure statement will be consid- 
ered if it is filed later than three months after the filing date but 
before the mailing date of a first Office action on the merits. An 
action on the merits means an action which treats the patentabil- 
ity of the claims in an application, as opposed to only formal or 
procedural requirements. An action on the merits would, for 
example, contain a rejection or indication of allowability of a 
claim or claims rather than just a restriction requirement (37 CFR 
1.142) or just a requirement for additional fees to have a claim 
considered (37 CFR 1.16(d)). Thus, if an application was filed on 
Jan. | and the first Office action on the merits was not mailed until 
six months later on July 1, the examiner would be required to 
consider any proper information disclosure statement filed prior 
to July 1. 

An information disclosure statement will be considered to 
have been filed on the day it was received in the Office, or on an 
earlier date of mailing if accompanied by a properly executed 
certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8, or Express Mail certifi- 
cate under 37 CFR 1.10. An Office action is mailed on the date 
indicated in the Office action. 


B(2) Statement filed after B(1), but BEFORE mailing of final 
action or Notice of Allowance (37 CFR 1.97(c)). 


An information disclosure statement will be considered by the 
examiner if filed after the period specified in B(1) above, but 
before the mailing date of either 


a final action under 37 CFR 1.113 or 
a notice of allowance under 37 CFR 1.311, 


whichever occurs first, provided: (1) the statement is accompa- 
nied by either a certification as specified in 37 CFR 1.97(e) or (2) 
the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p). If a final action or notice of 
allowance is mailed in an application and later withdrawn, the 
application will be considered as not having had a final action or 
notice of allowance mailed for purposes of considering an 
information disclosure statement. 


(i) If information submitted during the period set forth in 37 
CFR 1.97(c) with a certification is used in a new ground of 
rejection on unamended claims, the next Office action will not be 
made final since in this situation it is clear that applicant has 
submitted the information to the Office promptly after it has 
become known and the information is being submitted prior to a 
final determination on patentability by the Office. However, the 
information submitted with a certification can be used in a new 
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ground of rejection and the next Office action made final,. If the 
new ground of rejection was necessitated by amendment of the 
application by applicant. Where the information is submitted 
during this period with a fee, the examiner may use the informa- 
tion submitted, e.g., printed publication or evidence of public 
use, and make the next Office action final whether or not the 
claims have been amended, provided that no other new 
ground of rejection which was not necessitated by amend- 
ment to the claims is introduced by the examiner. See MPEP 
706.07(a). If a new ground of rejection is introduced that is 
neither necessitated by an amendment to the claims nor based on 
the information submitted with the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(p), the Office action shall not be made final. 


(ii) A certification under 37 CFR 1.97(e) must state either 


(a) that each item of information contained in the informa- 
tion disclosure statement was cited in a communication from a 
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application 
not more than three months prior to the filing of the statement, 
or 

(b) that no item of information contained in the information 
disclosure statement was cited in a communication from a 
foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application or, to 
the knowledge of the person signing the certification after 
making reasonable inquiry, was known to any individual desig- 
nated in 37 CFR 1.56(c). more than three months prior to the 
filing of the statement. 


A certification can contain either of two statements. One 
statement is that each item of information in an information 
disclosure statement was cited in a communication, such as a 
search report, from a patent office outside the U.S. in a counter- 
part foreign application not more than three months prior to the 
filing date of the statement. Under this certification, it does not 
matter whether any individual with a duty of disclosure actually 
knew about any of the information cited before receiving the 
search report. The date on the communication by the foreign 
patent office begins the three-month period in the same manner 
as the mailing of an Office action starts a three-month shortened 
statutory period for response. The date starting the three-month 
period is not the date the communication was received by a 
foreign associate or the date it was received by a U.S. registered 
practitioner. Likewise, the statement will be considered to have 
been filed on the date the statement was received in the Office, 
or on an earlier date of mailing if accompanied by a properly 
executed certificate of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8, or Express 
Mail certificate under 37 CFR 1.10. 

The term counterpart foreign patent application means that a 
claim for priority has been made in either the U.S. application or 
a foreign application based on the other, or that the disclosures 
of the U.S. and foreign patent applications are substantively 
identical (e.g., an application filed in the European Patent Office 
claiming the same U.K. priority as claimed in the U.S. applica- 
tion). 

In the alternative, a certification can be made if no item of 
information contained in the information disclosure statement 
was cited in a communication from a foreign patent office in a 
counterpart foreign application and, to the knowledge of the 
person signing the certification after making reasonable inquiry, 
neither was it known to any individual having a duty to dis- 
close more than three months prior to the filing of the state- 
ment. 

The phrase “after making reasonable inquiry” makes it clear 
that the individual making the certification has a duty to make 
reasonable inquiry regarding the facts that are being certified. 
The certification can be made by a registered practitioner who 
represents a foreign client and who relies on statements made by 
the foreign client as to the date the information first became 
known. A registered practitioner who receives information from 
a client without being informed whether the information was 
known for more than three months, however, cannot make the 
certification without making reasonable inquiry. For example, if 
an inventor gave a publication to the attorney prosecuting an 
application with the intent that it be cited to the Office, the 
attorney should inquire as to when that inventor became aware 
of the publication and should not submit a certification under 37 
CFR 1.97(e)(2) to the Office until a satisfactory response is 
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received. The certification can be based on present, good faith 
knowledge about when information became known without a 
search of files being made. 

Certification need not be in the form of an oath or a declaration 
under 37 CFR 1.68. Certification by a registered practitioner or 
any other individual that the statement was filed within the three- 
month period of either first citation by a foreign patent office or 
first discovery of the information will be accepted as dispositive 
of compliance with this provision in the absence of evidence to 
the contrary. For example, a certification could read as fol- 
lows: 


“I hereby certify that each item of information contained in 
this information disclosure statement was cited in a communica- 
tion from a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign appli- 
cation not more than three months prior to the filing of this 
statement.”, or 


“Thereby certify that no item of information in the Informa- 
tion Disclosure Statement filed herewith was cited in a commu- 
nication from a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign 
application or, to my knowledge after making reasonable in- 
quiry, was known to any individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c) 
more than three months prior to the filing of this Information 
Disclosure Statement.” 


An information disclosure statement may include two list and 
two certifications, similar to the above examples, in situations 
where some of the information listed was cited in a communica- 
tion from a foreign patent office not more than three months prior 
to filing the statement and some was not, but was not known more 
than three months prior to filing the statement. 

A copy of the foreign search report need not be submitted with 
the certification, but an individual may wish to submit an En- 
glish-language version of the search report to satisfy the require- 
ment for a concise explanation where non-English language 
information is cited. The time at which information “was known 
to any individual designated in 37 CFR 1.56(c)” is the time when 
the information was discovered in association with the applica- 
tion even if awareness of the materiality came later. The Office 
wishes to encourage prompt evaluation of the relevance of 
information and to have a date certain for determining if a 
certification can properly be made. A statement on information 
and belief would not be sufficient. Examiners should not re- 
mind or otherwise make any comment about an individual's duty 
of candor and good faith, but questions about the adequacy of 
any certification received in writing by the Office should 
be directed to the Office of the Assistant Commissioner for 
Patents. 


B(3) Statement filed after B(2), but Prior to Payment of Issue 
Fee (37 CFR 1.97(d)). 


An information disclosure statement will be considered by the 
examiner if filed after the mailing date of either a final action 
under 37 CFR 1.113 or a notice of allowance under 37 CFR 
1.311, whichever occurs first, but before or simultaneous with 
payment of the issue fee, provided the statement is accompanied 
by: 


(i) a certification as specified in 37 CFR 1.97(e) (see the 
discussion in B(2)(ii) above), 

(ii) a petition requesting consideration of the information 
disclosure statement, and 

(iii) the petition fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(i)(1). 

These requirements are appropriate in view of the late stage of 
prosecution when the information is being submitted, i.e., after 
the examiner has reached a final determination on the patentabil- 
ity of the claims presented for examination. The petition should 
be directed to the Group Director of the examining group 
handling the application. The petition need do nothing more than 
request consideration of the information being submitted. Pay- 
ment of the petition fee (37 CFR 1.17(i)(1)) and submission of 
the appropriate certification (37 CFR 1.97(e)) are the essential 
elements for having information considered at this advanced 
stage of prosecution. 

The requirements of 37 CFR 1.97 provide for consideration by 
the Office of information which is submitted within a reasonable 
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time, i.e., within 3 months after an individual designated in 37 
CFR 1.56(c) becomes aware of the information or within 3 
months of the information being cited in a communication from 
a foreign patent office in a counterpart foreign application. This 
undertaking by the Office to consider information would be 
available throughout the pendency of the application until the 
point where the patent issue fee was paid. If an applicant chose 
not to comply, or could not comply, with the requirements of 37 
CFR 1.97(d), a continuing application could be filed to have the 
information considered by the examiner. The parent application 
could be permitted to become abandoned by not paying the issue 
fee required in the Notice of Allowance, for example, or by the 
filing of a file wrapper continuing application under 37 CFR 
1.62. It would not be proper to make final a first Office action in 
the continuing application if the information submitted is used in 
a new ground of rejection. 


B(4) Statement filed after Payment of Issue Fee. 


After the issue fee has been paid on an application, it is 
impractical for the Office to attempt to consider newly submitted 
information. Information disclosure statements filed after pay- 
ment of the issue fee in an application will not be considered but 
will merely be placed in the application file. See C below. The 
application may be withdrawn from issue at this point, however, 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.313(b)(5) so that the information can be 
considered in a continuing application. In this situation, a file 
wrapper continuing application under 37 CFR 1.62 could be 
filed even though the issue fee had already been paid. The Office 
will consider the filing of a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(b)(5) as 
sufficient grounds to waive the requirement that an application 
under 37 CFR 1.62 be filed before payment of the issue fee. 
Alternatively, for example, a petition pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.313(b)(3) could be filed if applicant states that one or more 
claims are unpatentable. This statement that one or more claims 
are unpatentable over the information must be unequivocable. A 
statement that a serious question as to patentability of a claim has 
been raised, for example, would not be acceptable to withdraw 
an application from issue under 37 CFR 1.313(b)(3). 

If an application has been withdrawn from issue under one of 
the provisions of 37 CFR 1.313(b)(1)-(4), it will be treated as 
though no notice of allowance had been mailed and the issue fee 
had not yet been paid with regard to the time for filing informa- 
tion disclosure statements. Petitions under 37 CFR 1.313(b) 
should be directed to the Office of Petitions in the Office of the 
Assistant Commissioner for Patents. 


B(5) Extensions of Time (37 CFR 1.97(f)) 


No extensions of time for filing an information disclosure 
statement are permitted under 37 CFR 1.136(a) or (b). If a bona 
fide attempt is made to comply with the content requirements of 
37 CFR 1.98, but part of the required content is inadvertently 
omitted, additional time may be given to enable full compliance. 


C. Examiner Handling of Information Disclosure Statements 


Information disclosure statements will be reviewed for com- 
pliance with the requirements of 37 CFR 1.97 and 1.98 as 
discussed in A and B above. Applicant will be notified of 
compliance and non-compliance with the rules as discussed 
below. 


C(1) Non-complying statements 


Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.97(i), submitted information, filed 
before the grant of a patent, which does not comply with 37 CFR 
1.97 and 1.98 will be placed in the file, but will not be considered 
by the Office. Information submitted after the grant of a patent 
must comply with 37 CFR 1.501. 


(i) If an information disclosure statement does not comply 
with the requirement based on the time of filing the statement as 
discussed in B above, including the requirements for fees and/or 
certification, the statement will be placed in the application file, 
but none of the information will be considered by the examiner. 
The examiner may use form paragraph 6.49 which is reproduced 
below to inform applicant that the information has not been 
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considered. Applicant may then file a new information disclo- 
sure statement or correct the deficiency in the previously filed 
statement but the date of that the sdtatement or correction is filed 
will be the date of the statement for purposes of determining 
whether the requirements based on the time of filing the state- 
ment (37 CFR 1.97) have been complied with. 

The examiner should write “not considered” on an informa- 
tion disclosure statement where none of the information listed 
complies with the requirements, e.g., no copies of listed items 
submitted. The paper containing the disclosure statement or list 
will be placed in the record in the application file. The examiner 
will inform applicant that the information has not been consid- 
ered and the reasons why by using form paragraph 6.49. If the 
improper citation appears as part of another paper, e.g., an 
amendment, which may be properly entered and considered, the 
portion of the paper which is proper for consideration will be 
considered. 


6.49 Information Disclosure Statement Not Considered 


The information disclosure statement filed [1] fails to comply 
with the provisions of MPEP 609 because [2]. It has been placed 
in the application file, but the information referred to therein has 
not been considered as to the merits. 


Examiner Note: 
See MPEP 609 for situations where use of this para- 
graph would be appropriate. 


(ii) If an information disclosure statement complies with the 
requirements based on the time of filing the statement as dis- 
cussed in B above, including the requirements for fees and/or 
certification, but part of the content requirements as discussed in 
A above has been inadvertently omitted, the examiner may set a 
one-month time period to correct the omission. Form paragraph 
6.51 may be used for this purpose. 


6.51 Time Limit for Completing Information Disclosure State- 
ment 


The Information Disclosure Statement filed on [1] does not 
comply with the requirements of 37 CFR 1.98 because [2]. Since 
the submission appears to be bona fide, but through an apparent 
oversight or inadvertence failed to comply with the necessary 
requirements, applicant is required to complete the statement 
within a time limit of one month from the date of this letter. NO 
EXTENSION OF THIS TIME LIMIT MAY BE GRANTED 
UNDER EITHER 37 CFR 1.136(a) OR (b). Failure to comply 
with this notice will result in the Information Disclosure State- 
ment being placed in the application file with the non-complying 
information not being considered. 


Examiner Note: 

This practice does not apply where there has been a 
deliberate omission of some necessary part of an information 
disclosure statement or where the requirements based on the time 
of filing the statement as set forth in 37 CFR 1.97 have not been 
complied with. 


if a statement fails to comply with requirements as discussed 
in this section for an item of information, that item of information 
in the statement will not be considered and a line should be drawn 
through the citation to show that it has not been considered. 
However, other items of information that do comply with all the 
requirements will be considered by the examiner. 

If information is listed in the specification rather than in a 
separate paper, or if the other content requirements as discussed 
in A above are not complied with, the examiner will notify 
applicant in the next Office action that the information has not 
been considered. It should be noted, however, that no copy of a 
U.S. patent application is required to be submitted. See A(2)(iii) 
above. Where a U.S. patent application is properly cited, the 
examiner should obtain access to that file within the Office. 


C(2) Complying Statements 


The information contained in information disclosure state- 
ments which comply with both the content requirements as 
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discussed in A above and the requirements based on the time of 
filing the statement as discussed in B above will be considered by 
the examiner. 

Applicants, patent owners, reexamination requesters, protest- 
ers and others are encouraged to use form PTO-1449, "Informa- 
tion Disclosure Citation,” when preparing an information disclo- 
sure statement. A copy of this form is reproduced in this 
section to indicate how the form should be completed. 
This form will enable persons to comply with the 
requirements to list each item of information being submitted 
and to provide the Office with a uniform listing of citations and 
with a ready way to indicate that information has been consid- 
ered. 

Examiners must consider all citations submitted in conform- 
ance with the rules and this section and place their initials 
adjacent the citations on a list or in the boxes provided on a form 
PTO-1449. If the citations are submitted on a list other than on a 
form PTO-1449, the examiner may write “all considered” and 
his or her initials to indicate that all citations have been consid- 
ered. If any of the citations are considered, a copy of the 
submitted list or form, as reviewed by the examiner, will be 
returned to the applicant with the next communication. The 
original copy of the form will be entered into the application file. 
The copy returned to applicant will serve both as 
acknowledgement of receipt of the information disclosure 
Statement and as an indication that the references 
were considered by the examiner. Forms PTO-326 and 
PTOL-37 include a box to indicate the attachment of form PTO- 
449. 

Information which complies with requirements as discussed 
in this section but which is in a non-English language will be 
considered in view of the concise explanation submitted (A(3) 
above) and insofar as it is understood on its face, e.g., drawings, 
chemical formulas, in the same manner that non-English lan- 
guage information in Office search files is considered by exam- 
iners in conducting searches. The examiner need not have the 
information translated unless it appears to be necessary to do so. 
The examiner will indicate that the non-English language 
information has been considered in the same manner as 
consideration is indicated for information submitted in 
English. The examiner should not require that a translation 
be filed by applicant. The examiner should not make any com- 
ment such as that the non-English language information has only 
been considered to the extent understood, since this fact is 
inherent. 

Since information is required to be listed in a separate paper 
rather than in the specification, there is no need to mark “All 
checked” or “Checked” in the margin of a specification contain- 
ing citations. 

If a statement fails to comply with the requirements as dis- 
cussed in this section for an item of information, a line should be 
drawn through the citation to show that it has not been consid- 
ered. The other items of information listed that do comply with 
the rules and this section will be considered by the examiner and 
will be appropriately initialed. 


D. Information Printed on Patent 


A citation listed on form PTO-1449 and considered by the 
examiner in accordance with this section will be printed on the 
patent. A citation listed in a separate paper, equivalent to but not 
on form PTO-1449, and considered by the examiner in accor- 
dance with this section will be printed on the patent if the list is 
on a separate sheet which is clearly identified as an information 
disclosure statement and the list lends itself to easy capture of the 
necessary information by the Office printing contractor, i.e., 
each item of information is listed on a single line, the lines are at 
least double-spaced from each other, the information is uniform 
in format for each listed item, the list includes a column for the 
examiner’s initials to indicate that the information was 
considered. If a citation is not printed on the patent but 
has been considered by the examiner in accordance with this 
section, the patented file will reflect that fact as noted in C(2) 
above. 
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(61) Using Certificate of Correction to Perfect 


Claim for Priority Under 35 USC 119 


Under 35 USC 119, an applicant may assert a right of priority 
and claim the benefit of an earlier filing date in a foreign country. 
In this regard, 35 USC 119 states: 


No application for patent shall be entitled to this right or 
priority unless a claim therefor and a certified copy of the 
original foreign application, specification and drawings 
upon which it is based are filed in the Patent and Trademark 
Office before the patent is granted. . . . 


The failure to perfect a claim to foreign priority benefits prior 
to issuance of the patent may be cured by filing a reissue 
application; Brenner v. State of Israel,158 USPQ 584 (CA DC 
1968). 

However, under certain conditions, this failure may also be 
cured by filing a Certificate of Correction request under 35 USC 
255 and 37 CFR 1.323. For example, in the case of In re Van 
Esdonk, 187 USPQ 671 (Comr. 1975), the Commissioner granted 
a request to issue a Certificate of Correction in order to perfect a 
claim to foreign priority benefits. In that case, a claim to foreign 
priority benefits had not been filed in the application prior to 
issuance of the patent. However, the application was a continu- 
ation of an earlier application in which the requirements of 35 
USC 119 had been satisfied. Accordingly, the Commissioner 
held that the “applicants’ perfection of a priority claim under 35 
USC 119 in the parent application will satisfy the statute with 
respect to their continuation application.” 

Although In re Van Esdonk involved the patent of a continu- 
ation application filed under 37 CFR 1.60, it is proper to apply the 
holding of that case in similar factual circumstances to any 
patented application having benefits under 35 USC 120. This is 
primarily because a claim to foreign priority benefits in a con- 
tinuing application, where the claim has been perfected in the 
parent application, constitutes in essence a mere affirmation of 
the applicant’s previously expressed desire to receive benefits 
under 35 USC 119 for subject matter common to the foreign, 
parent, and continuing applications. 

In summary, a Certificate of Correction under 35 USC 255 
and 37 CFR 1.323 may be requested and issued in order to perfect 
a claim to foreign priority benefits in a patented continuing 
application if the requirements of 35 USC 119 had been satisfied 
in the parent application prior to issuance of the patent and the 
requirements of 37 CFR 1.55(a) are met. 

However, a claim to foreign priority benefits cannot be 
perfected via a Certificate of Correction if the requirements of 35 
USC 119 had not been satisfied in the patented application, or its 
parent, prior to issuance and the requirements 37 CFR 155(a) are 
not met. In this latter circumstance, the claim to foreign priority 
benefits can be perfected only by way of a reissue application in 
accordance with the rationale set forth in Brenner v. State of 
Israel, supra. 


RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents. 


July 25, 1986. 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part I 
[Docket No. 70635-9174] 
RIN: 0651-AA13 
Deposit of Biological Materials for Patent Purposes 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing its rules of practice in patent cases to define procedures to 
govern the deposit of biological materials for patent purposes. 
Where an invention is or relies on a biological material which 
cannot be described in writing alone, and access to the biological 
material is necessary to satisfy the statutory requirements for 
patentability under 35 U.S.C. 112, these rules prescribe the 
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procedures and conditions for making a deposit that will satisfy 
these requirements. These rules also prescribe examining pro- 
cedures that will be used to address deposit issues, and the 
procedures pertaining to access to a deposit once a patent is 
granted. 

Effective Date: January 1, 1990. 

For Further Information Contact: Charles E. Van Horn or Harris 
A. Pitlick by telephone at [703] 557-4035 or by mail marked 
to his attention and addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: 

Every patent must contain a written description of the inven- 
tion sufficient to enable a person skilled in the art to which 
theinvention pertains to make and use the invention. Where 
the invention involves a biological material and words alone 
cannot sufficiently describe how to make and use the invention 
in areproducible or repeatable manner, access to the biological 
material is necessary for the satisfaction of the statutory require- 
ments for patentability under 35 U.S.C. 112. The rules set forth 
examining procedures and conditions of deposit which must be 
satisfied in the event a deposit is required to provide the nec- 
essary access. The rules do not address the substantive issue 
of whether a deposit is required under any particular set of facts. 

These rules will be effective for all applications filed on or 
after January 1, 1990, and for all reexamination proceedings 
in which the request for reexamination was filed on or after 
January 1, 1990, except that deposits made prior to the effective 
date which are acceptable under current practice will be accept- 
able in such applications and proceedings. Since most of the 
provisions reflect existing policy and practice, little change to 
existing practice or burden on applicants for patent and patent 
owners relying on the deposit of biological material is antici- 
pated. Applicants and patent owners are encouraged to comply 
with these rules prior to the effective date. 

The final rules on the deposit of biological materials for patent 
purposes have evolved over several years of actual experience 
in administering the guidelines set forth in Section 608.01(p) 
of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, including several 
administrative and judicial decisions, and interaction with inter- 
ested public, bar and industry groups. A draft policy statement 
on the deposit of biological materials was circulated among 
interested bar and industry groups and published in the BNA- 
Patent, Trademark and Copyright Journal on May 22, 1986. An 
advance notice of proposed rulemaking setting forth rules being 
considered for deposits of biological material was published in 
the Federal Register, 52 FR 34080 (September 9, 1987), and 
in the Official Gazette, 1082 0.G. 47 (September 29, 1987). 
Finally, a notice of proposed rulemaking relating to the deposit 
of biological materials for patent purposes was published in the 
Federal Registar 53 FR 39420 (October 6, 1988), and in the 
Official Gazette, 1095 O.G. 47 (October 25, 1988). 

In this notice of final rulemaking, a description of the changes 
in the text of the proposed rules is provided along with 
an explanation of the reasons supporting the changes. In ad- 
dition, comments received in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking are analyzed. Finally, an explanation of the content 
of the final rules is provided, together with a compilation of 
relevant comments and responses that have been made during 
the rulemaking process. This explanation and compilation of 
previous comments and responses will serve as a set of guide- 
lines that will be reproduced in the Manual of Patent Examining 
Procedure in due course. 


Changes in Text of Proposed Rules 


Several changes have been made in the text of the final rules 
from the text of the proposed rules which were published for 
comment in the notice of proposed rulemaking. Those changes 
are discussed below. 

Section 1.200 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.801 
as adopted and the term “patent purposes” as proposed has been 
replaced with the term “purposes of patents for inventions under 
35 U.S.C. 101” as adopted to clarify that the regulations per- 
taining to the deposit of biological material do not apply for 
purposes other than patents for inventions. Thus, these regu- 
lations are not applicable to applications for plant patents under 
35 U.S.C. 161-164. 

Section 1.201 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.802 
as adopted and the term “or Opportunity” in the heading thereof 





1158 TMOG 124 
(62) 


has been inserted after “Need” to reflect the permissive nature 
of a deposit when not necessary to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112. 

Paragraph (a) thereof as proposed provided that where a 
claimed invention is or relies on a biological material, the 
disclosure may include a deposit of the biological material 
deposited in a depository and under conditions complying with 
these regulations, provided a precondition was satisfied. The 
precondition was that the biological material not be known and 
readily available to the public and not be describable in writing 
alone. Paragraph (a) as adopted eliminates this precondition, 
does not require that the biological material be, or be used for, 
a claimed invention, does not require that the deposit be made 
in a depository and under conditions complying with these 
regulations, and more accurately states that the disclosure may 
include reference to a deposit, since the deposit is not physically 
part of the disclosure. Paragraph (a) as adopted merely provides 
that where an invention is, or relies on, a biological material, 
the disclosure may include reference to a deposit of such bio- 
logical material. 

Paragraph (b) of § 1.802 prescribes that biological material 
need not be deposited unless access to the material is necessary 
to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112. If a deposit is necessary, it shall be 
acceptable if made in accordance with these regulations. Pro- 
posed paragraph (b) made no reference to 35 U.S.C. 112. Situ- 
ations where a biological material is known and readily available 
to the public or can be made or isolated without undue experi- 
mentation are now listed as some, but not an exhaustive set, 
of the circumstances where deposit need not be made. The term 
“from known and readily available material” has been dropped 
from the end of the term “can be made or isolated without undue 
experimentation” as redundant. Paragraph (b) as adopted also 
prescribes that once deposited in a depository complying with 
these regulations, a biological material will be considered to be 
readily available even though some requirement of law or regu- 
lation permits access only under conditions imposed for safety, 
public health or similar reasons. Proposed paragraph (b) did not 
include the condition of deposit in a depository complying with 
these regulations. 

Proposed paragraph (c) thereof was limited to reference to 
a specific organism or other biological material in a specification 
disclosure as not creating a presumption that the material was 
necessary to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112 or that a deposit thereof is 
required. Paragraph (c) as adopted eliminates the term “specific 
organism or other” as redundant and also includes the act of 
deposit by an applicant or patent owner as not creating a pre- 
sumption that the deposit is or was required. 

Section 1.202 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.803 
as adopted. 

Paragraph (a) thereof as proposed prescribed that a deposit 
shall be made in any International Depositary Authority (IDA) 
or any other depository recognized as suitable by the Office. 
Paragraph (a) as adopted now specifies that such deposits shall 
be recognized for the purpose of these regulations so as not to 
preclude deposits made for other reasons such as a gratuitous 
disclosure. Paragraph (a)(2) as adopted eliminates the require- 
ment in the proposed rule that impartial consultants be from the 
biotechnology industry or governmental agencies. Paragraph 
(a)(2) as adopted also contains new sub-subparagraph (vii) as 
a requirement which a suitable depository must meet, viz., that 
it promptly notify depositors of its inability to furnish samples, 
and the reasons why. This requirement appeared, in essence, 
in proposed § 1.204(a). 

Proposed paragraph (b) thereof has not been adopted. Re- 
placement of deposits is governed solely by § 1.805, infra. 

Proposed paragraph (c) thereof has been adopted as paragraph 
(b). In subparagraph (2) thereof, “(b)” has been changed to 
“(a)(2)” to correct an inadvertent error in the proposed 
rule. 

Proposed paragraph (d) thereof has been adopted as para- 
graph (c) except that the reference to paragraph (a) has been 
changed to paragraph (a)(2) to more clearly delineate which 
category of depository is intended to be covered by this para- 
graph of § 1.803 and all references to other paragraphs whose 
designations have been changed by adoption of these rules have 
been changed accordingly. 

Proposed paragraph (e) thereof has been adopted as paragraph 
(d). 

Section 1.203 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.804 
as adopted. 
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Paragraph (a) thereof prescribed that an original deposit of 
a biological material may be made before filing an application 
for patent or, pursuant to a requirement that will be made by 
the examiner no later than the date the Notice of Allowance and 
Issue Fee Due is mailed, during pendency of the application 
for patent. Paragraph (a) as adopted adds a precondition to 
making an original deposit that the biological material be 
specifically identified in the application as filed. Since proposed 
paragraph (a) did not address original deposits made during the 
pendency of an application that were not made pursuant to a 
requirement of an examiner, the rule as adopted states that 
original deposits may be made during pendency of an appli- 
cation for patent, subject to § 1.809, infra, which prescribes, 
inter alia, when during the pendency of an application for patent 
a deposit shall be made when made pursuant to a requirement 
by the examiner. 

Paragraph (b) thereof as proposed required a statement that, 
for an original deposit made after the effective filing date of 
an application for patent, the biological material deposited was 
the same biological material described in the application as filed. 
Paragraph (b) as adopted substitutes the word “a” for the word 
“the” since more than one biological material may be referred 
to in the application as filed, drops the word “same” and requires 
the statement that the biological material deposited is a biologi- 
cal material specifically identified in the application as filed. 

Section 1.204 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.805 
as adopted and a reference to supplemental deposits has been 
added to the heading thereof. Paragraphs (a) and (b) of the 
section as proposed have been substantially rewritten as para- 
graphs (a), (b) and (c). New elements have been added and some 
eliminated, although some elements of the proposed rule on 
replacement deposits have been adopted, either with similar 
language or different language. 

Elements of the proposed rule on replacement deposits which 
have not been adopted include a requirement that replacement 
deposits be made or be made within a specific time limit. 
Ramifications in Office proceedings from not making a replace- 
ment deposit, or in the case of a patent, not diligently making 
a replacement deposit, are stated. 

A requirement in the proposed section that depositories 
promptly notify depositors of an inability to furnish samples has 
been adopted as § 1.803(a)(2)(vii), supra. 

Paragraph (a) of § 1.805 requires a depositor, after receiving 
notice during the pendency of an application for patent, appli- 
cation for reissue patent or reexamination proceeding, that the 
depository possessing a deposit either cannot furnish samples 
thereof or can furnish samples thereof but the deposit has 
become contaminated or has lost its capability to function as 
dscribed in the specification, to notify the Office in writing, in 
each application for patent or patent affected. In such a case, 
or where the Office otherwise learns, during the pendency of 
an application for patent, application for reissue patent or reex- 
amination proceeding, that the depository possessing a deposit 
either cannot furnish samples thereof or can furnish samples 
thereof but the deposit has become contaminated or has lost its 
capability to function as described in the specification, the need 
for making a replacement or supplemental deposit will be gov- 
erned by the same considerations governing the need for making 
an original deposit under the provisions set forth in § 1.802(b). 
A replacement or supplemental deposit made during the pen- 
dency of an application for patent shall not be accepted unless 
it meets the requirements for making: an original deposit under 
these regulations, including the requirement set forth under § 
1.804(b). A replacement or supplemental deposit made in con- 
nection with a patent, whether or not made during the pendency 
of an application for reissue patent or a reexamination proceed- 
ing or both, shall not be recognized by the Office unless a 
certificate of correction under § 1.323 is requested by the patent 
owner which meets the terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of 
this section. The proposed rules did not provide for certif- 
icates of correction relating to replacement or supplemental 
deposits. 

Paragraph (b) of § 1.805 prescribes that a request for cer- 
tificate of correction under this section shall not be granted 
unless the certificate identifies the accession number for the 
replacement or supplemental deposit; the date of the deposit; 
and the name and address of the depository. 

Paragraph (c) of § 1.805 prescribes that a certificate of cor- 
rection under this section shall not be granted uniess the request 
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therefor is made promptly after the replacement or supplemental 
deposit has been made and includes a verified statement of the 
reason for making ‘the replacement or supplemental deposit; a 
verified statement from a person in a position to corroborate 
the fact, and shall state, that the replacement or supplemental 
deposit is of a biological material which is identical to that 
originally deposited; a verified showing that the patent owner 
acted diligently - in the case of a replacement deposit, in making 
the deposit after receiving notice that samples could no longer 
be furnished from an earlier deposit, or in the case of a sup- 
plemental deposit, in making the deposit after receiving notice 
that the earlier deposit had become contaminated or had lost 
its capability to function as described in the specification; a 
verified statement that the term of the replacement or supple- 
mental deposit expires no earlier than the term of the deposit 
being replaced or supplemented; and otherwise establishes com- 
pliance with these regulations, except that if the person making 
one or more of the required statements or showing is an attorney 
or agent registered to practice before the Office, that statement 
or showing need not be verified. 

Paragraph (d) of § 1.805 prescribes that a depositor’s failure 
to replace a deposit, or in the case of a patent, to diligently replace 
a deposit and promptly thereafter request a certificate of cor- 
rection which meets the terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of this 
section, after being notified that the depository possessing the 
deposit cannot furnish samples thereof, shall cause the appli- 
cation or patent involved to be treated in any Office proceeding 
as if no deposit were made. 

Paragraph (e) as adopted is identical to proposed paragraph 
(d) except that the word “the” before “patent” has been replaced 
with “a” because the term “the patent” had no antecedent basis, 
and the term “according to these regulations” has been inserted 
after the word “replaced” to make it clear that the rebuttable 
presumption according to this paragraph applies only where the 
replacement deposit has been made according to these regu- 
lations. 

Paragraph (f) as adopted is substantially similar to proposed 
paragraph (e) with respect to an applicant’s ability to make a 
replacement for any reason during the pendency of an appli- 
cation for patent. Paragraph (f) extends such applicant’s ability 
to supplemental deposits as well. The first two sentences of 
proposed paragraph (e) prescribing when a replacement deposit 
shall be made while an application is still pending and that an 
applicant notify the Office when a replacement deposit is 
necessary have been adopted in § 1.805(a), supra. 

Paragraph (g) as adopted is identical to proposed paragraph 
(f) except that supplemental deposits are also included and the 
reference to another section therein has been changed to reflect 
its renumbering. 

Paragraph (h) as adopted is substantially similar to proposed 
paragraph (g) except for two changes. One is that the word “the” 
before “biological material” has been changed to “a” because 
the term “the biological material” had no antecedent basis. The 
other change is replacement of the term “viable deposit is in 
the depository” with the term “depository can furnish samples 
thereof’. The term “in the depository” was not clear. The 
word “viable” before “deposit” would have excluded 
biological materials not capable of reproduction either 
directly or indirectly. For biological materials which 
are so capable of reproduction, samples of viable deposits 
thereof which become non-viable cannot be furnished by the 
depository. 

Paragraph (i) as adopted modifies paragraph (h) as proposed. 
Whereas the proposed rule proscribed a patentee from replacing 
a viable deposit where the depository can furnish samples, the 
rule as adopted states that the Office will not recognize in any 
Office proceeding a replacement deposit of a biological material 
made by a patent owner where the depository could furnish 
samples of the deposit being replaced. 

Section 1.205 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.806 
as adopted. The proposed rule had set the term of deposit as, 
inter alia, at least thirty years after the date of a viable deposit. 
The rule as adopted sets the thirty-year term to begin after a 
deposit, before or during pendency of an application for patent, 
is made. The term of a deposit made by a patent owner is not 
prescribed. However, § 1.805(a), supra. prescribes that a 
replacement or supplemental deposit made in connection with 
a patent will not be recognized in any Office proceeding unless 
acertificate of correction under § 1.323 is requested by the patent 
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owner which meets the terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of § 1.805, 
one of which terms is a verified statement by the patent owner 
that the term of the new deposit expires no earlier than the term 
of the deposit being replaced or supplemented. An additional 
change in the rule as adopted is the replacement of the term 
“deposited biological material” with the word “deposit” since 
the former term had no antecedent basis. 

Section 1.206 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.807 
as adopted. The rule as adopted is identical to the rule as 
proposed except for the reference to a rule which has been 
renumbered. 

Section 1.207 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.808 
as adopted. 

In paragraph (a) thereof, first word, “The” as proposed has 
been replaced with “A” because “The” had no antecedent basis. 

In view of the non-adoption of proposed § 1.207(c), infra, 
paragraph (a)(2) as adopted refers to only paragraph (b), not 
paragraphs (b) and (c). 

Paragraph (b)(1) as proposed permitted a depositor to require, 
inter alia, that a depository furnish samples only if a request 
for a sample is in writing and signed. 

Paragraph (b) as adopted permits a depositor to require a 
request to be in writing or other tangible form. The signing 
requirement, however, has not been adopted. 

Paragraph (b)(3) as proposed permitted a depositor to require, 
inter alia, that a depository furnish the depositor with a copy 
of the request. This requirement has not been adopted. 

Paragraph (c) as proposed has not been adopted. 

Paragraph (d) as proposed, with one change, has been adopted 
as paragraph (c). The change is the insertion of the term “made 
to the Office” after the term “Upon request” to make it clear 
that certification imposes no burden on a depository. 

Section 1.208 as proposed has been renumbered as § 1.809 
as adopted. 

The term “required” when referring to “deposit” in proposed 
paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) thereof has been changed to “needed” 
as adopted for purposes of consistency with § 1.802. The term 
“in case one has not been made, or” as proposed in paragraph 
(a) has been replaced with “and if needed,” as adopted for 
purposes of clarification. The statement as proposed that a 
deposit accepted in any acceptable depository under § 1.202(a) 
shall be accepted for patent purposes if made under conditions 
complying with § 1.207(a) has not been adopted. The statement 
is redundant in view of the provision in § 1.802(b) as adopted 
that a deposit necessary for the satisfaction of 35 U.S.C. 112 
shall be acceptable if made in accordance with these regulations. 
Since the question of deposits may come up in reissue appli- 
cations and reexamination proceedings as well as in applications 
for patents, paragraph (a) as adopted covers examination of all 
such applications and proceedings. Paragraph (a) as adopted 
also refers to supplemental deposits since issues of the need for 
a supplemental deposit may arise where a deposit has lost its 
capability to function as described in the specification. Para- 
graph (a) as proposed prescribed that affected claims would be 
rejected in an Office action. Paragraph (a) as adopted drops “in 
an Office action” and instead prescribes that the claims would 
be rejected “where appropriate.” 

Paragraph (b)(1) as proposed was limited to applicants. Para- 
graph (b)(1) as adopted covers applicants for patents and patent 
owners involved in specified Office proceedings. The provision 
for applicants for patents in paragraph (b)(1) as adopted is 
identical to the provision for applicants in paragraph (b)(1) as 
proposed except for the additional adoption of a reference to 
supplemental deposits. Paragraph (b)(1) as adopted additionally 
provides for patent owners responding to a rejection under 
paragraph (a) of this section by requesting a certificate of cor- 
rection of the patent which meets the terms of paragraphs (b) 
and (c) of § 1.805. 

Paragraph (b)(2) as proposed has not been adopted. Subpara- 
graph (3) has therefore been renumbered as (2) and the reference 
therein to paragraph (b)(2) has been eliminated. Two additions 
have been made. One, since the question of deposit may come 
up in connection with a reissue application or reexamination 
proceeding, the term “or patent” has been inserted after “ap- 
plication” in the first sentence. Two, since paragraph (a) pro- 
vides for a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 112 when a deposit actually 
made cannot be accepted, it is considered an appropriate re- 
sponse that a deposit actually made should be accepted. Thus, 
the term “and/or why a deposit actually made should be ac- 
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cepted” has been inserted at the end of the first sentence of 
paragraph (b)(2) as adopted. 

Paragraph (c) as proposed has been adopted except that the 
term “for patent” has been inserted after “application” in the 
first sentence to make it clear that this paragraph does not apply 
to other applications, such as applications for reissues. Addi- 
tionally, the word “the” before the proposed term “required 
deposit” has been changed to “a” because the term “the required 
deposit” had no antecedent basis. Finally, the term “37 CFR” 
preceding “1.136” in the proposed rule has been replaced with 
“§" as adopted to be consistent with standard nomenclature. 

Paragraph (d)(3) as proposed required a taxonomic descrip- 
tion of the deposit. Paragraph (d)(3) as adopted requires a 
description of the deposited biological material sufficient to 
specifically identify it and to permit examination. Paragraphs 
(d)(1), (d)(2), (d)(3) and (d)(4) have otherwise been adopted 
exce’pt for the addition of prefatory articles “The” or “A”. 
Response to and Analysis of Comments 

Written comments from sixteen (16) sources were received 
in response to the notice of proposed rulemaking. Some sug- 
gestions made in comments have been adopted as presented or 
in modified form and others have not been adopted. A detailed 
analysis of the comments follows. 

Comment: The proposed rule numbers, except § 1.200, are 
the same as those of the old interference rules, and it appears 
to be Office practice to normally avoid using rule numbers which 
end in “00,” especially for a rule, viz., § 1.200, which is the 
first of a group of rules. The rules, if adopted, should have 
different numbers. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted. Proposed 
§§ 1.200 through 1.208 have been renumbered as §§ 1.801 
through 1.809 as adopted, respectively. 

Comment: Two comments ask whether the rules will apply 
retroactively. One comment suggests that they should and fur- 
ther, that the benefits provided for depositors in proposed §§ 
1.207(b) and (c) take effect immediately so that those patent 
applicants who would benefit from them will be encouraged 
not to delay in filing or obtaining a patent until a final rule takes 
effect. 

Response: To the extent the rules codify existing Office 
practice, they are already effective. Otherwise, the rules will be 
effective in applications for patent or for reissue of patent filed 
on or after January |, 1990, and in reexamination proceedings 
in which the request for reexamination was filed on or after 
January 1, 1990, except that deposits made prior to the effective 
date which are acceptable under current practice will be accept- 
able in such applications and proceedings. Applicants and patent 
owners are encouraged to comply now with those requirements 
of the rules not required by existing Office practice. 

Comment: A sentence should be added at the end of proposed 
§ 1.200 to clarify that the rule does not preclude the possibility 
of depositing other biological materials for patent purposes, such 
as plants per se, even though not within the scope of the term 
“biological material” as defined by the rule. Adding such a 
sentence would be consistent with previous concerns expressed 
to the Office over the possible requirement for deposits with 
respect to plant patents. With the added sentence, the rule would 
not address any kind of requirement for deposit in plant pa 
tents. 

Response: In a response to a comment in the notice of pro- 
posed rulemaking, it was stated that the Office did not intend 
to propose rules on deposits under the Plant Patent Act (35 U.S.C. 
161-164) at this time, nor will the Office take the position that 
a deposit is required under the present provisions of 35 U.S.C. 
162. The text of the rule adopted in § 1.801 is the same as 
proposed in § 1.200 except that the rule now explicitly states 
that the regulations are for purposes of patents for inventions 
under 35 U.S.C. 101. Thus, these regulations do not and are 
not intended to address the question of deposits in plant patent 
applications. 

Comment: One comment suggests that the language in 
§ 1.200 should be expanded to make it clear that other biological 
materials, such as plants per se, are not precluded from being 
deposited. Another comment assumes that the Office intends 
to limit the scope of “biological material” as defined by this 
rule. The rules and commentary should indicate that the scope 
and effect of the rules are limited to biological materials as 
defined in the rules. This rule is acceptable provided it simply 
defines what constitutes biological material. 
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Response: None of the suggestions have been adopted. In a 
response to a comment in the notice of proposed rulemaking, 
it was stated that biological material is defined in the proposed 
rule in terms of a non-exhaustive list of what it includes and 
that no materials were explicitly exciuded. The response also 
stated that the Office does not contemplate that there would be 
many situations where a material that is not capable of self- 
replication either directly or indirectly would be acceptable as 
a deposit under these regulations but that an applicant was not 
precluded in any given case from attempting to show why such 
a material should be acceptable. Plants per se are an example 
of such materials. 

Comment: The proposed rules do not, but should, address a 
problem associated with marine sponges and other marine 
macroorganisms. These materials and their natural location can 
be adequately described so that one skilled in the art could obtain 
them using the necessary equipment. But their taxonomy is in 
a developmental stage and scientific names are subject to re- 
vision. Deposit and maintenance of these materials in viable 
form is not practical. They can and have been deposited in non- 
viable form, preserved or fixated in a suitable non-destructive 
medium, where their shelf life is expected to be at least 30 years. 

Response: See the response to the previous comment. As 
stated in a response to a comment in the advance notice of 
proposed rulemaking, the PTO Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences held that a description of the precise geographic 
location of marine tunicates used in a claimed invention was 
adequate to satisfy the enablement requirement of 35 U.S.C. 112. 
Ex Parte Rinehart, 10 USPQ2d 1719 (PTO Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 
1985). It was also stated in that response that the term “readily” 
as used in the term “known and readily available” appearing 
in the proposed rules is considered appropriate to define that 
degree of availability which would be reasonable under the 
circumstances. Since the comment states that the subject ma- 
terials and their natural location can be adequately described 
so that one skilled in the art could obtain them using the nec- 
essary equipment, the disclosure would appear to be sufficient 
to meet the enablement requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112 without 
a deposit so long as their degree of availability is reasonable 
under the circumstances. 

Comment: In a response to a comment in the notice of pro- 
posed rulemaking which was in response to a solicitation for 
comments in the advance notice of proposed rulemaking on the 
setting of an appropriate minimum number of seeds to ensure 
availability of the seed through the enforceable life of the patent, 
it was stated that the Office does not intend to propose rules 
quantifying a minimum number of seeds but that the Office will 
consider 2500 to be a minimum number in the normal case and 
will provide an applicant an opportunity to provide justification 
why a lesser number would be suitable under the circumstances 
of a particular case. One comment suggests that 2500 may 
present problems where the normal yield of a plant is only a 
few seeds. A more reasonable minimum is 1250. Another 
comment suggests that there be no minimum number but an 
obligation on the part of the depositor to replace a seed each 
time one is requested. 

Response: Since the Office has stated that an applicant will 
be provided an opportunity to show why a lesser amount than 
2500 seeds would be appropriate in a particular case, the policy 
of requiring minimum number of 2500 is adhered to. An obligation 
on the part of the depositor to replace a seed each time one is 
requested is simply impractical. 

Comment: The title of proposed § 1.201 should be changed 
from “Need to make a deposit” to “Opportunity to make a 
deposit” since the provision states that “the disclosure may 
include a deposit of a biological material . . . .” 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in part. Since § 
1.802 applies to situations both when a deposit may be made 
(optional) and when a deposit is neoessary, the heading of the 
rule states both need and opportunity in the alternative. 

Comment: Proposed § 1.201(a) should state that the disclosure 
may include reference to a deposit, rather than that the disclosure 
may include a deposit. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in § 1.802(a). 

Comment: Proposed § 1.201(a) does not clearly permit de- 
posits where conditions enumerated therein do not apply. The 
proposed rule should be revised by eliminating the requirement 
that the biological material not be known and readily available 
to the public before a deposit may be made. The proposed 
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revision would make clear that an applicant has a universal and 
unconditional right to make a deposit of a biological material 
whenever the biological material cannot be described in writing 
alone, regardless of whether the material is known and readily 
available. The rule as proposed is not consistent with the per- 
missive use of deposits where they might not be mandated. The 
proposed revision would dispel any suggestion or implication 
that the legal standard under which deposits are mandated is 
that the biological material be neither known nor readily avail- 
able. Obviously, such materials even if unknown and not readily 
available might be enabled solely through a written description, 
rendering deposit unnecessary. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in § 1.802(a). 
In addition, the rule as adopted permits deposits even where 
the biological material can be described in writing alone and 
even where the claimed invention is not, or does not rely on, 
the biological material. Section 1.802(a) as adopted permits 
reference in the disclosure to a deposit of a biological material, 
the only precondition being that an invention is or relies on that 
material. The requirement in the proposed rule that the biological 
material not be known and readily available to the public and 
not be describable in writing alone, and that the material 
be, or be used for, the claimed invention, has not been 
adopted. 

Comment: Two comments suggest that § 1.201(a) refer to 35 
U.S.C. 112. One comment suggests that § 1.201(a) should make 
some reference to 35 U.S.C. 112 for completeness. Another 
comment suggests that proposed § 1.201(a) contains no standard 
and should thus make reference to 35 U.S.C. 112, for example, 
by inserting words to the effect that the biological material 
cannot be described in writing alone to satisfy the requirements 
of 35 U.S.C. 112. 

Response: The suggestions have not been adopted. But see 
the response to the next comment. 

Comment: Proposed § 1.201(b) should be revised by stating 
that biological material need not be deposited unless necessary 
for the satisfaction of the statutory requirements of 35 U.S.C. 
112. Thus, the rule would state that the ultimate reason for a 
requirement for a deposit would be to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112. 
Further, the rule should state one circumstance, among others, 
where a biological material need not be deposited, viz., where 
it is known and readily available to the public or can be made 
or isolated without undue experimentation. The last sentence 
of proposed § 1.201(b) should state a precondition that a deposit 
of the biological material be made in a depository complying 
with these regulations. 

Response: The suggestions have been adopted in § 1.802(b). 

Comment: Proposed § 1.201(c) should be revised by stating 
that the actual deposit of a biological material referred to in a 
specification disclosure also does not create a presumption that 
the material is necessary to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112 or that the 
deposit is or was required. The proposed revision would rec- 
ognize that the act of deposit does not and should not constitute 
an admission by the applicant that the deposit was made because 
it was necessary to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112. For example, deposit 
may be necessary in the United States prior to the time a patent 
application is filed in order for an applicant to be entitled to 
assert a priority right under patent laws of a foreign country 
based on a United States application which makes reference to 
such deposit. Additionally, applicants ought to be encouraged 
to make deposits in questionable cases without such act being 
construed as an admission of any sort. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in § 1.802(c). 

Comment: The term “or other biological material” in proposed 
§ 1.201(c) should be changed to “or any other biologial material” 
to make sure that all biological materials that would normally 
be considered for deposits are included. 

Response: The comment is not understood. Nevertheless, it 
is moot. The term “specific organism or other biological ma- 
terial” in proposed § 1.201(c) has been changed to “biological 
material” in § 1.802(c) as adopted. 

Comment. Two comments suggest that proposed 
§ 1.202(a)(2) unnecessarily limits who may be consulted in 
determining the suitability of a depository to be recognized by 
the Office to those in the biotechnology industry or Government 
agencies. Views from academia may be wanted. One of the 
comments suggests, therefore, that the term “from the biotech- 
nology industry or governmental agencies” be deleted from § 
1.202(a)(2). 
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Response: The suggestions adopted in 
§ 1.803(a)(2). 

Comment: Proposed § 1.202(a) should be revised to state that 
a deposit shall be recognized for the purposes of these regu- 
lations if made in a depository according to subparagraph (1) 
or (2) thereof. The proposed revision would allow for deposits 
other than in Office-recognized depositories, but give deposits 
in Office-recognized depositories the “safe harbor” advantages 
of these regulations. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in § 1.803(a). 
Simply put, the rules do not prohibit deposits made under any 
conceivable conditions. The Office will treat a deposit not made 
according to these regulations, however, as if no deposit had 
been made. 

Comment: The provision set forth in proposed § 1.202(c)(3), 
i.e., that a depository seeking status under paragraph (a)(2) 
indicate that it intends to be available, for the purposes of deposit, 
to any depositor under these same conditions, should also be 
listed in § 1.202(a)(2), which enumerates the qualifications for 
a depository seeking recognition as suitable by the Office. 

Response: The suggestion is not being adopted. The require- 
ment in proposed § 1.202(a)(2)(v), and § 1.803(a)(2)(v) as 
adopted, that the depository be impartial and objective, is in- 
clusive of a requirement that it be available, for purposes of 
deposit, to any depositor under these same conditions. 

Comment: One comment suggests that the proposed rules do 
not adequately define the term “depositor”. It could be the 
inventor, the assignee, one to whom the inventor has an obli- 
gation to assign, or the individual who signs the deposit form. 
In the case of joint inventors with different institutional ties, who 
is the depositor ? Assuming that where the inventor is a university 
professor, the depositor is the university, deposit in that uni- 
versity’s depository would be precluded by proposed § 
1.202(a)(2)(ii) and possibly § 1.202(a(2)(v). Anexception should 
be made for non-profit organizations. They should be allowed 
to “self-deposit” since it is highly improbable that they would 
refuse to provide samples to third parties. The availability of 
a strain from a university was found to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112 
in Merck and Co., Inc. v. Chase Chemical Co., 273 F.Supp. 68, 
77, 92, 155 USPQ 139, 146, 159 (D.N.J. 1967). Another com- 
ment suggests that it is not clear, where the depositor is a 
separate, independent division of a particular entity and the 
depository is another separate, independent division of the same 
entity, whether this arrangement meets the terms of proposed 
§ 1.202(a)(2)(ii). 

Response: None of the suggestions have been adopted. In § 
1.803(a)(2)(ii) as adopted, a depository recognized to be suitable 
by the Office and not otherwise an IDA must exist independent 
of the control of the depositor. In a response to a comment in 
the notice of proposed rulemaking, it was stated that the term 
“depositor” is intended to include the party on whose behalf 
the deposit is made. It was further stated in that response that 
the rationale of the Office in requiring that a depository, if not 
an IDA, be independent of the depositor was adequately dis- 
cussed in the advance notice of proposed rulemaking. The 
advance notice stated: 

The concept of an independent depository or an IDA as an 
acceptable depository is based on the need and desire to ensure 
the safe and reliable storage of a deposited biological material 
under circumstances that are free of the opportunity for inten- 
tional or negligent handling of the deposited material. The use 
of an independent depository or an internationally recognized 
depository will tend to preserve the integrity of the deposit 
process against those that may accidentally alter the deposited 
material, may wish to tamper with the deposited material or 
may wish to resume control of its availability when the patent 
is no longer enforceable, and to preserve the interest of the public 
in the free access to the biological material for any purpose 
once the term of the patent expires. Further, while the PTO is 
constrained to approve independent depositories other than an 
IDA, the PTO has neither the resources nor capability to assess 
the individual capability of any party that wishes to act as its 
own depository. The rules under consideration are intended to 
minimize depositories that will be found acceptable. 

The above discussion applies to non-profit organizations as 
well as for-profit organizations. Moreover, it is clear from the 
discussion above that the scope of the term “depositor” is limited 
only by the requirement that the depositor have no control over 
the depository. Such a relationship is not necessarily inconsistent 
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with one where there is some legal relationship between deposi- 
tor and depository. The Merck case cited above does not stand 
for the proposition that a university is necessarily an acceptable 
depository because it makes available samples of a biological 
material. In Merck, the availability of the biological material 
from the university was evidence that the biological material 
was known and readily available. While a deposit by an applicant 
in a depository under the applicant’s control will not be rec- 
ognized by the Office as a deposit under these regulations, an 
applicant is not precluded from showing that the deposited 
material, by virtue of conditions of public knowledge of un- 
restricted availability of samples of the deposit, is known and 
readily available to the public. However, depositors should be 
aware that relying on such a showing rather than making a 
deposit according to these regulations involves a risk that the 
biological material might in the future not be readily available. 
The university relied on in the Merck case, for example, even- 
tually ceased its practice of making biological materials readily 
available. 

Comment: Proposed § 1.202(b) is intended to apply in the 
event that a depository ceases to enjoy the status of a recognized 
depository. The manner of making a substitute deposit in such 
a situation would not seem to be fully explained by a reference 
to proposed § 1.204. For example, if a depository were to cease 
operation, it might not be able to, in the words of proposed § 
1.204(a), “promptly after having noted its inability to furnish 
samples, notify the depositor of such inability”. Second, the rule 
as proposed is difficult to follow. For example, it indicates that 
a substitute deposit “must be viable if the biological material 
is of a kind capable of self-replication”. The implication that 
certain deposits might be non-viable is at best confusing in the 
absence of a definition for viability. 

Response: Proposed § 1.202(b) has not been adopted. Section 
1.805, the rule as adopted on replacement deposits, puts the 
burden exclusively on the applicant or patent owner, whatever 
the case may be, to both make a replacement deposit and make 
the necessary showing that such a deposit complies with these 
regulations. Viability is dealt with exclusively by § 1.807 as 
adopted. 

Comment: Three comments suggest that it be a requirement 
of the rules that the biological material have been in existence 
at the time of filing the patent application. One comment sug- 
gests that a sentence be added to proposed § 1.208(a) to require 
that the application as filed state that the biological material is 
in existence. The other comments suggest that proposed § 1.203 
require an averment that the deposited biological material was 
in existence at the time the application was filed. 

Response: None of the suggestions have been adopted. Patent 
law does not require an actual reduction to practice as a condition 
precedent to filing a patent application. While few, if any, 
situations can be imagined where the description requirement 
of 35 U.S.C. 112 can be satisfied where the biological material 
was not in existence at the time of filing, the rules do not preclude 
such a situation. But see the response to the next comment. 

Comment: Proposed § 1.203(a) should require that a biologi- 
cal material may be deposited only if an adequate antecedent 
basis exists in the specification as filed, i.e., the biological 
material to be deposited must be specifically identified therein. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in § 1.804(a). 
It must be clear from the application as filed that the invention 
claimed and described in the specification “was fully capable 
of being reduced to practice (i.e., no technological problems, 
the resolution of which would require more than ordinary skill 
and reasonable time, remained in order to obtain an operative, 
useful process).” Feldman v. Aunstrup 517 F.2d 1351, 1355, 
186 USpQ 108, 113 (CCPA 1975), cert. denied, 424 U.S. 912 
(1976). Accord, In re Lundak, 773 F.2d 1216, 1221, 227 USPQ 
90, 94 (Fed. Cir. 1985). 

Comment. Two comments suggest that proposed § 1.203(a) 
be revised so that it addresses the permissible situation where 
a deposit is made during the pendency of an application for 
patent not pursuant to a requirement made by an examiner. 

Response: The suggestion has been substantially adopted in 
§ 1.804(a). An original deposit may be made, subject to § 1.809, 
during pendency of the application for patent. Where § 1.809 
does not apply, i.e., where a deposit is ultimately not required, 
a deposit may be made at any time during pendency. 

Comment: The Office should discuss in the commentary 
accompanying the notice of proposed § 1.203(b) as a final rule 
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the meaning and intent behind the requirement that the deposited 
biological material be the “same” as the material described in 
the specification. For example, does the Office contemplate that 
the statement constitute a representation that the deposited 
material is in essentially the same form as was in existence at 
the time of the filing of the patent specification, and, accordingly 
as specifically described therein ? 

Response: Proposed § 1.203(b) has been adopted as 
§ 1.804(b) but with the word “same” deleted and the term 
“described” replaced with “specifically identified.” Under § 
1.804(b), the biological material deposited must be a biological 
material specifically identified in the application as 
filed. 

Comment: One comment asks whether a patent which is 
defective because of the lack of a deposit can be rectified by 
making the deposit in connection with a reissue application. 
Another comment points out that the issue of post-grant original 
deposits is not addressed by these regulations and the Office 
is urged to comment to this effect in the final promulgation of 
the rules. 

Response: It is assumed from the comment that a deposit was 
necessary at the time the patent issued. A patent defective 
because of lack of a necessary deposit is necessarily fatally 
defective for failure to comply with the first paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112. Reissue is not available in such cases. See In re 
Hay, 534 F.2d 917, 189 USPQ 790 (CCPA), cert. denied, 429 
U.S. 977 (1976). Whether reissue is available where a biological 
material necessary for compliance with 35 U.S.C. 112 was 
known and readily available at the time of issuance of the patent 
and subsequently ceased to be readily available is not addressed 
by this response. Nor do the rules address the question of post- 
issue original deposits, whether necessary or not to comply with 
the patent statutes. 

Comment: Many comments were received regarding pro- 
posed § 1.204 and the subject of replacement deposits. One 
comment suggests that the time limits in proposed § 1.204(a) 
for making replacement deposits, specifically as they apply post- 
grant, are totally arbitrary. For example, a replacement deposit 
made four months after notice from the depository, without a 
suitable petition for extension of time, could not be relied on. 
A number of comments suggest that in proposed § 1.204(a), 
it is not clear who is required to petition whom in order to obtain 
an extension of time’ in which to make a replacement deposit. 
A depository is not equipped to deal with the legalities of such 
matters. If the petition is filed with the Office, there will be 
administrative burdens. Another comment suggests that instead 
of specified time limits and petitions for extensions of time, the 
rule should state that where a patentee makes a replacement 
deposit, the patentee shall promptly request a certificate of 
correction identifying the particulars of the replacement deposit 
and that no such certificate of correction shall be granted unless 
the request includes, inter alia, a verified showing that the 
patentee acted diligently in making the replacement deposit. A 
certificate of correction in providing the particulars of the new 
deposit (depository and accession number) would provide the 
simplest and most straightforward vehicle under which the 
patentee could assure continuing public notice (and accordingly 
public access) to particular biological materials described in the 
specification. Corrections to the issued patent would be made 
subject to all conditions of these deposit regulations and an 
additional specific requirement that the replacement deposit be 
made diligently after the notification is received that samples 
cannot be furnished from the deposit. This generalized require- 
ment of diligence is preferable to the more rigid and cumbersome 
procedures set forth in the rules as proposed. 

Response: The provisions of a three-month time limit for 
making a replacement deposit and petitioning for extensions of 
time t extend the limit in proposed § 1.204(a) applied by their 
terms only to patentees or patent owners. These provisions have 
not been adopted. Except in reexamination and reissue appli- 
cations, it is beyond the rulemaking authority of the Office to 
regulate issued patents. Thus, instead of requiring patent owners 
to make replacement, or supplemental, deposits and to make 
them within a specified time, or to require them to request 
certificates of correction, paragraphs (a), (b) and (c) of § 1.805 
as adopted specify that a replacement or supplemental deposit 
made in connection with a patent, whether or not made during 
the pendency of an application for reissue patent or a reexami- 
nation proceeding or both, shali not be recognized in any Office 
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proceeding unless the patent owner requests a certificate of 
correction under § 1.323 provided certain specified conditions 
are met, including that the patent owner acted diligently in 
making the replacement or supplemental deposit and promptly 
thereafter requested the certificate of correction. 

Comment: The rules should indicate that replacement deposits 
made during the pendency of an application will be treated in 
exactly the same way as any other deposit made after the filing 
date. 

Response: The suggestion has been essentially adopted in § 
1.805(a) which states, inter alia, that a replacement or supple- 
mental deposit made in connection with an application for patent 
shall be accepted if it meets the requirements for making an 
original deposit under these regulations, including the require- 
ment set forth under § 1.804(b). 

Comment: The rules should address a situation where the 
deposit is of a non-viable biological material, such as a marine 
sponge or other marine macroorganism. Filling requests for 
samples can ultimately consume the entire deposit. Two other 
comments suggest that a depositor be permitted to charge the 
requesting party a fee sufficient to cover the cost of replacing 
the deposit. A competitor could “drain off” the store of deposit 
and thereby require replacement at significant economic hard- 
ship to the depositor. 

Response: Where the biological material deposited is capable 
of self-replication either directly or indirectly, exhaustion of the 
deposit would appear to be highly unlikely. Regardless of the 
type of biological material deposited, however, the depositor 
must assure that samples thereof be available beyond the en- 
forceable life of any patent relying on the material. 

Comment: Nothing in the regulations which define the suita- 
bility of a depository requires that the depository itself must 
provide notice to depositors in the event of an inability to furnish 
samples yet proposed § 1.204(a) does. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in 
§1.803(a)(2)(vii). 

Comment: A number of comments suggest that the legal 
ramifications of an additional deposit made pursuant to pro- 
posed § 1.204(h), i.e., made where an earlier deposit has become 
contaminated or has lost its capability to function as described 
in the specification, are not clear. Some of the same comments 
go on to suggest that the deposit provided for in § 1.204(h) be 
termed a “supplemental” deposit rather than an “additional” 
deposit to emphasize the relationship between it and the earlier 
deposit, that such a deposit have the same legal effect as the 
earlier deposit provided the patent holder provides a verified 
statement that it is identical to the earlier deposit, and that it 
have the same accession number as the earlier deposit, perhaps 
with a suffix modification. One comment suggests that the rules 
require that a deposit under paragraph (h) be assigned the same 
accession number but with an appropriate suffix. A depository 
commentator asks that where a deposit under paragraph (h) is 
made, which deposit — the earlier or the later one — should 
be made available to the public. Currently, this depository 
advises a requesting party that there are two deposits. 

Response: The suggestion of replacing the term “additional” 
with the term “supplemental” has been adopted but in a some- 
what different setting. Whereas proposed § 1.204(h) stated that 
nothing in the regulations was intended to prohibit a patentee 
from making an additional deposit, paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (f) 
and (g) of § 1.805 as adopted provide for patent owners as well 
as patent applicants making supplemental deposits of a biologi- 
cal material earlier deposited from which a depository can still 
furnish samples. These paragraphs provide for supplemental 
deposits similar to the provisions in these paragraphs for replace- 
ment deposits, including the requirement of showing diligence 
in making the deposit in connection with a patent, except that 
instead of making the deposit after receiving notice that samples 
could no longer be furnished from an earlier deposit, as in the 
case of a replacement deposit, the deposit is made after receiving 
notice that the earlier deposit had become contaminated or had 
lost its capability to function as described in the specification. 
While the rules specify that the Office in any Office proceeding 
will recognize supplemental deposits if made under certain 
conditions, it is not known what legal effect a court will give 
to such recognition. As far as what accession number a deposi- 
tory should give to a supplemental deposit, this is a matter within 
the discretion of the depository. As to which deposit, either an 
earlier deposit or a supplemental deposit, should be made available 
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to the public, this would depend on the accession number 
requested. A supplemental deposit made according to these 
regulations would be freely available to the public to the same 
extent as an original deposit made according to these regulations. 
Obviously, nothing in these regulations prohibits a depository 
from advising a requesting party that there is more than one 
deposit of a particular biological material. 

Comment: To the extent proposed § 1.204 regulates the effects 
on patents, in other than certain statutorily defined situations 
such as reexamination and reissue, for failure to make replace- 
ment deposits according to the rule, it exceeds the rulemaking 
authority of the Office. An example. is proposed § 1.204(c). 

Response: Section 1.805 as adopted, to the extent it addresses 
replacement deposits made by patent owners, contains no af- 
firmative provisions requiring or prohibiting replacement de- 
posits. Rather, it prescribes what an applicant or patent owner 
may do vis-a-vis the Office if a replacement deposit is made 
and what the ramifications are in any Office proceeding if a 
replacement deposit is not made or improperly made. Proposed 
§ 1.204(c) was, and § 1.805(d) as adopted is, limited to Office 
proceedings. The provision that a patentee may not replace a 
viable deposit where the depository can furnish samples in 
proposed § 1.204(h) has been replaced in § 1.805(i) as adopted 
with the provision that the Ofice will not recognize in any Office 
proceeding a replacement deposit made by a patent owner where 
the depository could furnish samples of the deposit being re- 
placed. 

Comment: One comment suggests that the term of deposit 
in proposed § 1.205 is excessive. The term should be through 
the expiration of the patent plus 10 years. Another comment 
suggests that § 1.205 be adopted except that the last sentence 
should be deleted and the term “viable” before “deposit” be 
dropped. The term “viable” should be deleted as viability is dealt 
with elsewhere, e.g., proposed § 1.206. The last sentence should 
be deleted because, while the Office may set what it considers 
adequate terms of deposit on or before patent grant, it has no 
statutory authority or mechanism for supervising the term of 
the agreement of the deposit. The last sentence is also highly 
indefinite in failing to indicate how far beyond the enforceable 
life of a patent the deposit must be maintained. 

Response: The suggestions have been adopted in part. Pro- 
posed § 1.205, including the last sentence, has been adopted 
as § 1.806 except that the thirty-year term applies to any deposit 
made before or during pendency of an application for patent. 
No requirement of viability is stated in the rule. The Office agrees 
that once a patent issues, it has no authority or mechanism for 
supervising the term of the agreement of the deposit. But the 
Office does have the authority to set the term of deposit while 
an application is still pending. That is all § 1.806 does. In almost 
all cases, the term of deposit as set forth in the first sentence 
of § 1.806 will extend beyond the enforceable life of the patent 
for which a deposit was made. The last sentence of § 1.806 is 
intended to cover those rare circumstances where extended 
prosecution in the Office results in expiration of the term of 
deposit as set forth in the first sentence while the patent is still 
enforceable. At this time, there appears to be no need to specify 
any finite time period beyond the enforceable life of a patent. 
If experience demonstrates that the public interest is not being 
served by the present provisions, an appropriate amendment will 
be proposed. 

Comment: A depository commentator suggests that the re- 
quirement in proposed § 1.207(b)(1) that a request for a sample 
of the deposited material be signed poses an administrative 
burden on depositories which accept telephone, telex and elec- 
tronic mail requests for samples. Requiring that a request be 
signed can and will delay the receipt of samples by many days. 
The signing requirement should not be adopted. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in § 1.808(b)(1). 

Comment: A depository commentator suggests that the re- 
quirement in proposed § 1.207(b)(3) that a copy of the request 
be provided to the depositor poses a problem since most requests 
also include a request for samples of many other deposited 
biological materials. For such a request, it would be necessary 
to send a copy to each depositor, blanking out the other deposits 
not made by that depositor. It should be sufficient that the 
depositor is notified to whom and the date a sample was 
provided. The cost will be much greater if a copy has to be 
supplied. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted in § 1.808(b)(3). 
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Comment: A depository commentator suggests that in pro- 
posed § 1.207(b), it is not clear, after the term of the patent, 
whether the deposit is again restricted as it was before the patent 
was granted, i.e., not furnished unless the requesting party has 
the proper authorization from the depositor or the Commis- 
sioner, or whether the deposit is no longer subject to subpara- 
graphs (1), (2) and (3) thereof and can be furnished without any 
specific identification or notification. It is suggested that either 
a statement be added as to what happens after the term of the 
patent or the term “during the term of the patent” be deleted. 

Response: The suggestions have not been adopted. Section 
1.808(a)(2) requires that subject to paragraph (b) thereof, all 
restrictions imposed by the depositor on the availability to the 
public of the deposited material will be irrevocably removed 
upon the granting of the patent. Paragraph (b), by its terms, is 
limited to the term of the patent. A contract between a depositor 
and a depository according to paragraph (b) but which extends 
beyond the term of the patent would violate paragraph (a)(2). 
It should be self-evident that for deposits in compliance with 
these regulations, samples of the deposit may be furnished 
without any specific identification or notification for requests 
made after the term of the patent. 

Comment: While many comments suggest adoption of a rule 
restricting the transfer of a sample of a deposited material to 
a third party without the depositor’s permission, such as pro- 
posed § 1.207(c), as well as the adoption of a rule requiring 
other restrictions on access to deposited material, two comments 
suggest that such rules not be adopted. The rationale is that if 
a deposit is basically a replacement for that which could not 
be adequately written in the patent specification itself, no specific 
statutory authority exists for restricting access to the deposited 
material any more than the patent law would countenance re- 
strictions on access to the written description itself. If abuses 
exist by virtue of the absence of limitations on access to de- 
posited materials, then the remedy for patent infringement is 
as applicable to deposited material as it is to infringers acting 
from knowledge of the written description itself. Accordingly, 
unrestricted access to deposits should be allowed. One of the 
comments suggests further that if there are to be some restric- 
tions to access, proposed § 1.207(c) is otherwise problematic 
and ineffective. For example, the limitation on access applies 
to “derived” materials which could include wholly noninfring- 
ing derivatives which might themselves constitute a patentable 
invention of a third party requester. The proposed rule would 
deny the third party requester the right to what ought to be an 
unrestricted right to sell or otherwise dispose of this derivative 
material to third parties. Moreover, the proposed rule is reme- 
diless since the Office neither has continuing jurisdicton over 
the patentee nor a third party requester. Two depository com- 
mentators expressed reservations about proposed § 1.207(c). 
One suggests that the first sentence therein is in direct contra- 
diction to the long-standing policies of both NRRL and ATCC. 
Most depositories no longer require this type of guarantee from 
requesting parties as they find it almost impossibie to enforce. 
The other suggests that the administrative burden to the deposi- 
tory in handling agreements made pursuant to the proposed rule 
will be great and the cost will be borne by the depositor. At 
$10 an agreement and 300 requests a year for a particular deposit, 
the cost to the depositor would be $3,000 a year. If § 1.207(c) 
is adopted, there should be some mention that if a depository 
charges a fee for this service, the fee must be paid or the 
depository will not be obligated to provide the service. In the 
European Patent Office (EPO), which has a similar provision, 
the EPO, not the depository, obtains the agreement and advises 
the depository to make the sample available. The comment asks 
if the Office is prepared to do this. Additional comments ask 
what rules govern a new deposit for patent purposes of the same 
or derived biological material by a requesting party if the substance 
of proposed § 1.207(c) is adopted. Some comments were in 
response to a solicitation in the notice of proposed rulemaking 
for alternative approaches and suggestions for an appropriate 
definition of “essential characteristics” with respect to derived 
material in proposed § 1.207(c). 

Response: The Office has decided not to adopt a rule per- 
mitting a depositor to require that a sample of a deposited 
biological material shall be furnished only if the requesting party 
has agreed not to make the material or a derivative thereof 
available to a third party without the depositor’s permission. 
Thus, proposed § 1.207(c) has not been adopted. The Office 
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agrees with many of the comments about shortcomings in the 
proposed rule. Fundamentally, however, the proposed rule has 
not been adopted in view of the rationale stated in the comment 
that no greater restriction on access to a deposit should be 
permitted than is permitted on access to the written description 
itself, even considering that the practical value of access to a 
deposit may be substantially greater than access to the written 
description and that infringement may be more difficult to 
police. While it might be argued that the adoption of proposed 
§ 1.207(b) with revisions as § 1.808(b) is inconsistent with this 
rationale, the Office believes that permitting the depositor to 
require a requesting party, in essence, to identify itself is not 
unreasonable under the circumstances and is consistent with 
international practice as embodied in the Budapest Treaty. 
Comment: Many comments which suggest the adoption of 
the substance of proposed § 1.207(c) also suggest the adoption 
of rules incorporating the recommendations made in the April 
8, 1987 World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) report 
on the Industrial Property Protection of Biotechnological Inven- 
tions (1) to use the biological material only for experimental 
purposes concerning the invention, and (2) not to export the 
biological material except to a country for which a relevant 
patent has been granted. The reasons generally given were that 
it is necessary to protect the patentee and enhance the patentee’s 
ability to enforce a patent relying on a deposited material. One 
comment suggests that incorporating the recommendation on 
experimental use would clarify what is permitted by law. In the 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, 53 Fed. Reg. at 39423-24, the 
Office described the difficulties in drafting a regulation incor- 
porating these recommendations and requested specific sugges- 
tions as to how to draft a regulation which both accomplishes 
the intended purpose and is not inconsistent with law. No 
specific suggestions were received, although one comment 
suggests that where a deposited material is covered by an 
unexpired U.S. patent, a rule be adopted permitting the depositor 
to require the requesting party to agree to comply with the 
provisions of 35 U.S.C. 271. Another comment suggests that 
legislation is necessary to deal with the problems addressed by 
the WIPO recommendations. A restriction against exports could 
be considered to be violative of 35 U.S.C. 112 since foreign 
requesters would be denied access to deposits where a patentee 
had never sought foreign patent protection. A restriction to 
experimental purposes only, while more justifiable, raises two 
problems. One is that “experimental purposes” have not been 
defined and the term has been open to several interpretations. 
The other is that the proper redress for non-experimental use 
is a suit for patent infringement, not a suit based on the re- 
quester’s promise to the depository. The comment suggests that 
a rule be adopted permitting the depositor to require that a 
requesting party acknowledge that the furnishing of a sample 
of the deposited biological material does not constitute a license, 
express or implied, to use that sample for any purpose. 
Response: None of the suggestions have been adopted for 
essentially the same rationale discussed in the response to the 
previous comment. None suggest how to draft a regulation 
which both accomplishes the intended purpose and is not in- 
consistent with law, and which provides a compelling justifi- 
cation and rationale for departing from present policy and practice. 
The suggestion that a requesting party agree to comply with 35 
U.S.C. 271 as a condition precedent to obtaining a sample of 
deposited biological material is interpreted as an agreement not 
to infringe a corresponding valid patent, something which a 
requesting party is already bound not to do under law. The 
suggestion that a depositor be permitted to require a requesting 
party to acknowledge that there is no express or implied license 
to use a sample for any purpose exceeds the rulemaking au- 
thority of the Office since certain unlicensed uses of patented 
subject matter have been found by the courts to be permissible. 
Comment: Many of the comments suggesting adoption of the 
substance of § 1.207(c) and/or the WIPO recommendations on 
experimental use and export also suggest adoption of rules 
permitting additional restrictions. One comment suggests re- 
quiring the recipient of biological material to report, at least 
annually, to the patent holder, on the research and other results 
obtained by use of the biological material. The same commen- 
tator suggests that even after patent expiration, an unlicensed 
recipient should not be permitted to use the biological material 
for other than experimental purposes absent agreement from the 
depositor. The commentator would prohibit commercial use of 
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the biological material without permission of the depositor. 
Another comment suggests that the policy consideration for 
permitting deposits is to insure that the patented invention can 
be practiced after patent expiration. Requiring a requesting party 
to enter into an agreement with the depositor defining the terms 
and conditions under which a sample of the deposited material 
would be used, making an accounting of such use, and proof 
of compliance, is neither unreasonable nor contrary to law. It 
would not place an administrative burden on the Office since 
the depository could be permitted to release samples only if the 
requesting party signs a license. Any attempt by the depositor 
to impose an unlawful restriction and withhold release would 
be a matter for the courts, not the Office. Another comment 
suggests various additional restrictions be adopted. These are 
(1) that the requesting party have residence in the U.S. or in 
the country where the depository is located, if different; (2) that 
the patentee be given the option to restrict furnishing of samples 
to independent experts only for the duration of the patent; and 
(3) that the deposit be released only if the depositor expressly 
consents (in the absence of which validity of the patent must 
be resolved without recourse to the deposit). Restriction (1) 
should be adopted so that the deposit cannot be legally exported 
to a country where the patent owner has no enforceable rights. 
Restriction (2) should be adopted to prevent access of the 
deposited material to potential infringers. Its adoption should 
be coupled with a statement that a deposit released to an expert 
shall be regarded as being available to the public. Restriction 
(3) should be adopted as an extension to the description in 
proposed § 1.201 that the disclosure “may include a deposit.” 
In other words, the patentee at any time during the patent term 
should be able to rely on the written description alone for 
satisfying 35 U.S.C. 112, such as where the reasons for requiring 
a deposit originally no longer exist. 

Response: None of the suggestions have been adopted for 
essentially the same reasons discussed in the responses to the 
previous two comments. 

Comment: A depository commentator suggests that proposed 
§ 1.207(d) needs further deliberation. Now, publication in a U.S. 
patent of a deposit and accession number is sufficient for that 
depository (ATCC) to make samples available. The Office should 
be prepared to receive several thousand requests for certification 
under § 1.207(d) if adopted. If the Office is going to certify the 
availability of deposits, it should certify the availability of all 
deposits. Easier than the proposed rule would be to include a 
statement in the patent that there is a deposit, its accession 
number and where it is deposited, and that it has been made 
under the condition that it is available upon publication of the 
issued patent. 

Response: The suggestion has not been adopted. The com- 
ment appears to be interpreting the term “Upon request” at the 
beginning of proposed § 1.207(d) to mean “Upon request to 
a depository for a sample of a deposited material”, or in other 
words, the commentator appears to have interpreted the pro- 
posed language as requiring the depository to request certifi- 
cation from the Office each time a request for a sample of a 
deposit is made. It was not intended to impose such a burden 
on depositories. Rather, it was intended that the term “Upon 
request” refer to a request made to the Office. Therefore, pro- 
posed § 1.207(d), revised by inserting the term “made to the 
Office” after “Upon request”, has been adopted as § 1.808(c). 

Comment: One comment suggests that there is no apparent 
reason for the use of the different words “ [e]stablishing” anc 
“{alrguing”, in proposed paragraphs (b)(2) and (b)(3), respec- 
tively, of § 1.208 since the same meaning is intended by each. 
Either word alone should be used in both subparagraphs (2) and 
(3). The same comment goes on to suggest that the reference 
to paragraph (b)(2) in the last sentence of proposed § 1.208(b)(3) 
is redundant since the examiner may be convinced that a deposit 
is not required where the applicant has established that the 
involved biological material is known and readily available to 
the public. A comment along the same lines suggests that 
paragraph (b)(2) is unnecessary. As a purely logical matter, an 
applicant ought to be entitled to reply to a rejection either by 
making an acceptable deposit or arguing why a deposit is not 
required under the circumstances. Proposed § 1.208(b)(2) is 
merely one possibility for an argument that a deposit is not 
required. 

Response: The suggestions have been adopted. Proposed § 
1.208(b)(2) has not been adopted and proposed § 1.208(b)(3) 
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has been substantially adopted as § 1.809(b)(2). In addition, § 
1.809(b)(2) provides for examination with respect to a patent, 
since deposit issues may arise in connection with a reissue 
application and/or a reexamination proceeding, and provides 
also for an argument that a deposit actually made should be 
accepted. 

Comment: A number of comments suggest that the term 
“taxonomic description” in proposed § 1.208(d)(3) is unclear 
and inappropriate in some cases. One comment suggests that 
itis not clear how complete a description is required. If construed 
in its broadest sense, it could have the undesirable effect of 
delaying filing of an application until taxonomic characteristics 
have been determined. Some biological materials within the 
scope of the proposed rules, such as plasmids, are not susceptible 
of taxonomic description. The requrement that the specification 
contain a taxonomic description should not be adopted since 
such a description may not be possible and since the availability 
of a deposit makes such a description superfluous, since the 
taxonomy is inherent in the deposit. The response to comments 
made earlier regarding the taxonomic description requirement 
is inconsistent with the proposed rule. The response states that 
the extent to which a taxonomic description is required will 
depend on the facts of the case yet the proposed rule states that 
the specification shall contain such a description. The response 
states that the taxonomic description must be sufficient for 
purposes of 35 U.S.C. 112 yet the requirement of a deposit 
presupposes that a written description alone will not satisfy the 
statute. The need to verify that the deposited biological material 
is that disclosed in the specification arises only when the deposit 
is made after the filing date. That situation can be dealt with 
by deleting the taxonomic description requirement from § 
1.208(d) and adding a new subparagraph (e) which would 
provide that in cases where a deposit is made after the filing 
date and where the nature of the material permits, a taxonomic 
description is required in addition to the items specified in 
subparagraph (d). Another comment suggests that the term 
“taxonomic” be deleted since it is irrelevant to many types of 
deposits and would provide greater clarity to the rules. Another 
comment suggests that the current language in proposed § 
1.208(d)(3) be replaced with “Fully identify and describe the 
deposited material”. 

Response: The suggestions have been adopted in part. Section 
1.809(d)(3) as adopted requires a description of the deposited 
biological material sufficient to specifically identify it and to 
permit examination. While the rule does not by its terms require 
a taxonomic description, such a description should satisfy the 
rule as adopted in cases where the biological material deposited 
admits of a taxonomic description. 

Comment: The Office should petition the Budapest Assembly 
to address the same issues dealt with in the proposed rules so 
that they apply to both U.S. and foreign filings. Uniformity in 
the rules is important, especially for U.S. inventors who file here 
and abroad. 

Response: While uniformity in both U.S. and foreign rules 
is desirable, this is not deemed to be the appropriate forum in 
which to address the suggestion. 


Discussion of Specific Sections 
BIOLOGICAL MATERIAL [§ 1.801]: 


The section indicates that the rules pertaining to deposits for 
purposes of patents for inventions under 35 U.S.C. 101 are 
intended to relate to biological material. For the purposes of these 
rules, the term “biological material” is defined in terms of a non- 
exhaustive list of representative materials which can be depos- 
ited in accordance with the procedures defined in these rules. 
Since these rules are intended to address procedural matters in 
the deposit of biological material for patent purposes, and are 
not designed to decide such substantive issues such as whether 
a deposit of a particular organism or material would be recog- 
nized or needed to be made for the purposes of satisfying the 
statutory requirements for patentability under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
the definition provided in this section is intended to be permis- 
sive - specifically defining materials which can be deposited. 

Biological material includes material that is capable of self- 
replication either directly or indirectly. Direct self-replication 
includes those situations where the biological material repro- 
duces by itself. Representative examples of materials capable 
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of self-replication are defined in the rule. Indirect self-replication 
is meant to include those situations where the biological material 
is only capable of replication when another self-replicating 
biological material is present. Self-replication after insertion in 
a host is one example of indirect self-replication. Examples of 
indirect replicating biological materials include viruses, phages, 
plasmids, symbionts, and replication defective cells. The list of 
representative examples of each type of replicating material 
includes viruses to demonstrate that the lists are not intended 
to be mutually exclusive. 

Although plant material is included within the scope of the 
definition of biological material for purposes of patents for 
inventions under 35 U.S.C. 101, these rules on deposits are not 
applicable to applications filed under the Plant Patent Act (35 
U.S.C. 161-164). The Office is of the view that a deposit is not 
required under the present provisions of 35 U.S.C. 162. Thus, 
no plant patent granted under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 161- 
164 need be supported by a deposit. As with other biological 
material deposited for purposes of patents for inventions under 
35 U.S.C. 101, the deposit of plant material together with the 
written specification must enable those skilled in the art to make 
and use the claimed invention. 

As with some types of reproducible biological material, seeds 
can be reproduced only after a growing season which may be 
relatively long. Although the rules do not specify a specific 
number of seeds to be deposited to meet the requirements of 
these rules, the Office will consider 2500 to be a minimum 
number in the normal case, but will give an applicant the 
opportunity to provide justification why a lesser number would 
be suitable under the circumstances of a particular case. The 
Department of Agriculture requires a deposit of 2500 seeds for 
the grant of a Plant Variety Protection Certificate. As the re- 
production of seeds will often take a substantial period of time, 
the Office will require, at a minimum, a number of seeds that 
is likely to satisfy demand for samples once the patent is granted. 

Section 1.801 does not attempt to identify what biological 
material either needs to be or may be deposited to comply with 
the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112. For the most part, this issue 
must be addressed on a case-by-case basis. Thus, while the 


Office does not presently contemplate that there would be any 
situations where a material that is not capable of self-replication 
either directly or indirectly would be acceptable as a deposit, 
an applicant is clearly not precluded in any given application, 
by these rules, from attempting to show why the deposit of such 
a material should be acceptable to satisfy the requirements of 
35 U.S.C. 112. 


NEED OR OPPORTUNITY TO MAKE A DEPOSIT [§ 1.802] 


This section permits a deposit of a biological material to be 
referenced in a patent application where an invention is, or relies 
on, a biological material. The invention may rely on a biological 
material for the purposes of making or using the invention, either 
as a preferred mode or an alternative mode of operation. It is 
not necessary, for the purposes of paragraph (a), that a deposit 
be required to satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112 before 
a reference to a deposit is permitted in the specification. 

There is no necessary implication or presumption that can 
or should be made about the need for a deposit simply because 
reference to a deposit is made in an application disclosure. As 
noted in paragraph (b), biological material need not be deposited 
unless access to such material is necessary for the satisfaction 
of the statutory requirements for patentability under 35 U.S.C. 
112 and that access is not otherwise available in the absence 
of a deposit. Where a deposit is required to provide the necessary 
access, a deposit is acceptable for patent purposes only where 
it is made in accordance with these regulations. Even where 
access to biological material is required to satisfy these statutory 
requirements, a deposit may not be necessary if access sufficient 
to satisfy these requirements is otherwise available. 

For example, applicant could show that the biological material 
is known and readily available to the public. The concepts of 
“known and readily available” are considered to reflect a level 
of public accessibility to a necessary component of an invention 
disclosure that is consistent with an ability to make and use the 
invention. To avoid the need for a deposit on this basis, the 
biological material must be both known and readily available 
- neither concept alone is sufficient. A material may be known 
in the sense that its existence has been published, but is not 
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available to those who wish to obtain that particular known 
biological material. Likewise, a biological material may be 
available in the sense that those having possession of it would 
make it available upon request, but no one has been informed 
of its existence. 

By showing that a biological material is known and readily 
available or by making a deposit in accordance with these rules, 
applicant does not guarantee that such biological material will 
be available forever. Public access during the term of the patent 
may affect the enforceability of the patent. Although there is 
a public interest in the availability of a deposited biological 
material during and after the period of enforceability of the 
patent, the examiner need not be unduly concerned about 
continued access to the public. Unless there is a reasonable basis 
to believe that the biological material will cease to be available 
during the life of the patent, the examiner should accept current 
availability as satisfying the requirement. The incentives pro- 
vided by the patent system should not be constrained by the 
mere possibility that a disclosure that was once enabling would 
become non-enabling over a period of time through no fault 
of the patentee. Jn re Metcalfe, 410 F.2d 1378, 161 USPQ 789 
(CCPA 1969). 

There are many factors that may be used as indicia that a 
biological material is known and readily available to the public. 
Relevant factors include commercial availability, references to 
the biological material in printed publications, declarations of 
accessibility by those working in the field, evidence of predict- 
able isolation techniques, or an existing deposit made in accor- 
dance with these rules. Each factor may or may not be sufficient 
alone to demonstrate that the biological material is known and 
readily available. Those applicants that rely on evidence of 
accessibility other than a deposit take the risk that the patent 
may no longer be enforceable if the biological material neces- 
sary to satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112 ceases to 
become accessible. 

The Office will accept commercial availability as evidence 
that a biological material is known and readily available only 
when the evidence is clear and convincing that the public has 
access to the material. A product could be commercially avail- 
able but only at a price that effectively eliminates accessibility 
to those desiring to obtain a sample. The relationship between 
an applicant relying on a biological material and the commercial 
supplier relied upon is one factor that would be considered in 
determining whether the biological material was known and 
readily available. However, the mere fact that the biological 
material was available only through the patent holder or the 
patent holder’s agents or assigns shall not, by itself, justify a 
finding that the necessary material is not readily available, absent 
reason to believe that access to the biological material would 
later be improperly restricted. 

The mere reference to a deposit or the biological material itself 
in any document or publication does not necessarily mean that 
the deposited biological material is readily available. Even a 
deposit made under the Budapest Treaty and referenced in a 
United States or foreign patent document would not necessarily 
meet the test for known and readily available unless the deposit 
was made under conditions which are consistent with those 
specified in these rules, including the one that requires, with 
one possible exception, that all restrictions on the accessibility 
will be irrevocably removed upon the granting of the patent. 

Applicant may show that a deposit is not necessary even 
though specific biological materials are required to practice the 
invention if those biological materials can be made or isolated 
without undue experimentation. Deposits may be required to 
support the claims if an isolation procedure requires undue 
experimentation to obtain the desired biological material. Ex 
Parte Jackson, 217 USPQ 804 (PTO Bd. Pat. App. 1982) No 
deposit is required, however, where the required biological 
materials can be obtained from publicly available material with 
only routine experimentation and areliable screening test. Tabuchi 
v. Nubel, 559 F.2d 1183, 194 USPQ 521 (CCPA 1977); 
Ex Parte Hata, 6 USPQ 2d 1652 (PTO Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 
1987). 

Once a deposit is made in a depository complying with these 
rules, and under conditions complying with these rules, a bio- 
logical material will be considered to be readily available even 
though some requirement of law or regulation in the United 
States or in the country where the depository institution is located 
permits access to the material only under conditions imposed 
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for health, safety or similar reasons. This provision is consistent 
with the Budapest Treaty (Article 5) and is designed to permit 
the patenting of inventions involving materials having restricted 
distribution, where the restrictions are imposed for the public, 
as opposed to the private, welfare. 

Paragraph (c) specifically provides that the mere reference 
to a deposit of biological material in the specification disclosure 
or the actual deposit of such material does not create any 
presumption that such referenced or deposited material is 
necessary to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112, or that a deposit in accordance 
with these regulations is or was required. Since reference to a 
biological material cannot be added to a specification disclosure 
after filing an application without risking the prohibited intro- 
duction of new matter (35 U.S.C. 132), applicants must be 
permitted to address the need to make a deposit in accordance 
with these regulations without jeopardizing a filing date. Thus, 
the examiner has the burden of showing that a deposit is required 
to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112, and cannot rely on whether a deposit 
has been made or has been referenced in the specification 
disclosure to establish a prima facie case that the disclosure does 
not comply with 35 U.S.C. 112 without deposit. 


ACCEPTABLE DEPOSITORY [§ 1.803] 


This section indicates that a depository will be recognized 
as acceptable for the purposes of these regulations if it is either 
an International Depositary Authority (IDA) established under 
the Budapest Treaty, or if it is adepository recognized as suitable 
by the Commissioner. After the effective date of these regu- 
lations, a deposit of biological material which is made in a 
depository which is not recognized as acceptable under this 
regulation will not be considered as satisfying the requirements 
of 35 U.S.C. 112. On the other hand, if a deposit is not required 
to satisfy the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, it is permissible 
to make reference to such a deposit even though it may not be 
in a depository or made under the conditions which are accept- 
able under these regulations. As new depositories are accepted 
under the Budapest Treaty or are recognized as suitable by the 
Commissioner, their identity will be announced in the Official 
Gazette. 

An organization may be recognized as suitable by the Office 
if the procedure and conditions specified in paragraphs (a)(2) 
and (b) are followed. Generally, it is not the intention of the 
Office to recognize as suitable any organization where the need 
for a suitable depository for patent purposes is being met by 
depositories recognized as IDAs under the Budapest Treaty. 
Suitability will be judged by the Commissioner, based on need 
and the information supplied by the organization seeking status, 
and information obtained from other sources that may be con- 
sulted. 

While there is a desire to provide flexibility to a patent 
applicant in selecting an appropriate depository, these rules are 
not intended to permit each patent applicant to become its own 
depository since both the patent owner and the public have an 
interest in the continued availability and accessibility of the 
deposit during the enforceable life of the patent, and the public 
has a continuing interest in its availability when the patent is 
no longer enforceable. The concept of a depository independent 
of the control of the depositor or an IDA as an acceptable 
depository is based on the need and desire to ensure the safe 
and reliable storage of a deposited biological material under 
circumstances that are substantially free of the opportunity for 
intentional or negligent handling of the deposited material. The 
use of an independent depository or internationally recognized 
depository will tend to preserve the integrity of the deposit 
process against those that may accidentally alter the deposited 
material, may wish to tamper with the deposited material or may 
wish to resume control of its availability when the patent is no 
longer enforceable, and to preserve the interest of the public 
in the access to the biological material once the term of the patent 
expires. 

When a depository having status under paragraph (a)(2) of 
this regulation seeks to change the kinds of biological materials 
that it will accept and maintain for the purposes of these rules, 
a communication requesting such a change should be directed 
to the Commissioner containing the information requested in 
paragraph (b). When such a change is requested, the requesting 
organization should provide a complete list of the kinds of 
biological materials it will accept. 
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Paragraph (d) of this section indicates that once a depository 
is recognized as suitable for the purposes of this rule, or has 
defaulted or discontinued its performance under this section, 
notice thereof will be published in the Official Gazette of the 
Patent and Trademark Office. A current list of IDAs recognized 
under the Budapest Treaty is as follows: 


Agricultural Research Culture Collection (NRRL) - USA 
American Type Culture Collection (ATCC) - USA 
Australian Government Analytical Laboratories (AGAL) - 
Australia 

Centraalbureau Voor Schimmelcultures (CBS) - Netherlands 
Collection Nationale De Culture De Micro-organismes 
(CNCM) - France 

Commonwealth Agriculturial Bureau (CAB), International - 
Mycological Institute - United Kingdom 

Culture Collection of Algae and Protozoa (CCAP) - United 
Kingdom 

Deutsche Sammlung Von Mikroorganismen (DSM) - Federal 
Republic of Germany 

European Collection of Animal Cell Cultures (ECACC) - 
United Kingdom 

Fermentation Research Institute (FRI) - Japan 

Institute of Micro-organism Biochemistry and Physiology of 
the USSR Academy of Science (IBFM) - Soviet Union 

In Vitro International, Inc. (IVI) - USA 

Mezogazdasagi Es Ipari Mikroorganizmusok Magyar Nemzeti 
Gyujtemenye (MIMNG) - Hungary 

National Bank for Industrial Microorganisms and Cell Cul- 
tures (NBIMCC) - Bulgaria 

National Collection of Industrial Bacteria (NCIB) - United 
Kingdom 

National Collection of Type Cultures (NCTC) - United King- 
dom 

National Collection of Yeast Cultures (NCYC) - United King- 
dom 

USSR Research Institute for Antibiotics of the USSR Ministry 
of the Medical and Microbiological Industry (VNIIAA) - 
Soviet Union 

USSR Research Institute for Genetics and Industrial Micro- 
organism Breeding of the USSR Ministry of the Medical and 
Microbiological Industry (VNII Genetika) Soviet 

Union 


TIME OF MAKING AN ORIGINAL DEPOSIT [§ 1.804] 


This section specifies the time for making an original deposit 
to fulfill the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112. Paragraph (a) 
specifies not only a permissible time frame for making an 
original deposit, but also specifies that the biological material 
deposited must be specifically identified in the application for 
patent as filed. The requirement for a specific identification is 
consistent with the description requirement of the first paragraph 
of 35 U.S.C. 112, and to provide an antecedent basis for the 
biological material which either has been or will be deposited 
before the patent is granted. 

The description in the Lundak application as filed (now patent 
4,594,325) provides a suitable illustration of the specific iden- 
tification and description which is required in an application for 
patent as filed. In that application, an immortal B-cell line was 
disclosed and claimed. The cell line was referred to in the 
application as filed as WI-L2-729 HF2. The methods of obtain- 
ing and using this cell line were also described in the application 
as filed. A deposit of the cell line was made with the American 
Type Culture Collection (ATCC) about a week after the appli- 
cation was filed in the United States. The United States Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit held that the requirements 
of access by the Office to a sample of the cell line during 
pendency, and public access after grant, were met by Lundak’s 
procedures. The Court further held that the addition of infor- 
mation designating the depository, accession number, and deposit 
date of the deposited cell line in ATCC after the filing date did 
not violate the prohibition against new matter in 35 U.S.C. 132. 
In re Lundak, 773 F.2d 1216, 227 USPQ 90 (Fed Cir. 1985). 
It must be clear from the application as filed that the invention 
claimed and described in the specification “was fully capable 
of being reduced to practice (i.e., no technological problems, 
the resolution of which would require more than ordinary skill 
and reasonable time, remained in order to obtain an operative, 
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useful process).” Feldman v. Aunstrup, 517 F.2d 1351, 1355, 
186 USPQ 108, 113 (CCPA 1975), cert. denied, 424 U.S. 912 
(1976). 

When the original deposit is made after the effective filing 
date of an application for patent, applicant is required to promptly 
submit a verified statement from a person in a position to 
corroborate that the biological material which is deposited is 
a biological material specifically identified in the application 
(the filing date of which is relied upon) as filed. The nature of 
this corroboration will depend on the circumstances in the 
particular application under consideration, including the length 
of time between the application filing date and the date of 
deposit. While few, if any, situations can be imagined where 
the description requirement of 35 U.S.C. 112 can be satisfied 
where the biological material was not in existence at the time 
of filing, the rules do not preclude such a situation. There is 
no requirement in the patent law that an actual reduction to 
practice occur as a condition precedent to filing a patent ap- 
plication. The requirement for a verified statement is not nec- 
essary under paragraph (b) of this section if the person making 
the statement is an attorney or agent registered to practice before 
the Office. 

For the purposes of complying with the requirements of 35 
U.S.C. 112, a deposit of a biological material may be made at 
any time before filing the application for patent or during the 
pendency of the application subject to the conditions of § 1.809. 
Where the deposit is needed to satisfy the requirement of 35 
U.S.C. 112 and is made during the pendency of the application, 
it must be made no later than the time period set by the examiner 
at the time the Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due is mailed. 
A necessary deposit need not be made by applicant until the 
application is in condition for allowance so long as applicant 
provides a written assurance that an acceptable deposit will be 
made on or before the payment of the issue fee. This written 
assurance must provide sufficiently detailed information to 
convince the examiner that there is no outstanding issue regard- 
ing deposits that needs to be resolved. 

Those applicants intending to file patent applications in a 
country foreign to the United States relying upon biological 
material that must be deposited to satisfy the requirements of 
35 U.S.C. 112 when the application is filed in the United States 
are cautioned that in many countries the deposit must be made 
before the filing date of the priority application in order to obtain 
foreign priority rights. Thus, while the deposit of a biological 
material subsequent to the effective filing date of a United States 
application is sufficient to comply with 35 U.S.C. 112, an 
applicant may not be able to rely on the filing date of such a 
U.S. application if a patent is sought in a country foreign to the 
United States. 


REPLACEMENT OR SUPPLEMENT OF DEPOSIT [§ 1.805] 


This section relates to the deposit of a biological material to 
replace or supplement a previous deposit. The term “replace- 
ment” is directed to those situations where one deposit is being 
substituted for another. An applicant may have greater latitude 
in replacing a deposit during the pendency of an application 
than after the patent is granted. Replacement will typically take 
place where the earlier deposit is no longer viable. The term 
“supplement” is directed to those situations where the earlier 
deposit is still viable in the sense that it is alive and capable 
of replication either directly or indirectly, but has lost a quality 
(e.g., purity, functionality) it allegedly possessed at the time the 
application was filed. The procedures in these rules contemplate 
that only the original depositor would have a right to replace 
or supplement the original deposit. 

Paragraph (a) relates to the procedure for replacing or sup- 
plementing a deposit with respect to a pending application or 
a patent. An applicant for patent or patent owner whose patent 
is the subject of a reissue application or reexamination proceed- 
ing is required to notify the Office when it obtains information 
that the depository possessing a deposit either cannot furnish 
samples thereof or can furnish samples thereof but the deposit 
has become contaminated or has lost its capability to function 
as described in the specification. When the Office is so notified 
or otherwise becomes aware of such information, the need for 
making a replacement or supplemental deposit will be deter- 
mined by the same considerations used to determine the need 
for an original deposit under § 1.802(b). 
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A replacement or supplemental deposit made in connection 
with a pending application for patent will be accepted if it meets 
all the requirements for making an original deposit. It should 
be noted that for a pending application for patent, applicant need 
not replace or supplement the identical material previously 
deposited, but may make an original deposit of a biological 
material which is specifically identified and described in the 
application as filed. Whether this alternative deposit will meet 
the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112 with respect to the claimed 
subject matter must be resolved by the examiner on a case-by- 
case basis. 

A replacement or supplemental deposit made in connection 
with a patent, whether or not it is the subject of a pending reissue 
application or reexamination proceeding, shall not be recog- 
nized in any Office proceeding unless a certificate of correction 
under § 1.323 is requested by the patent owner which meets 
the terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section. These 
paragraphs specify the procedures that a patent owner must 
follow to ensure both that a replacement or supplemental deposit 
will be recognized in any Office proceeding and that a certificate 
of correction under this section containing “up to date” infor- 
mation about a deposited biological material will be granted. 
The term “recognized in any Office proceeding” as used in this 
section includes the proceeding in which a request for certificate 
of correction under this section is acted upon. Paragraph (b) 
describes the information which must be contained in the 
certificate of correction, whereas paragraph (c) describes when 
the request must be made and the information which must be 
provided in the request to make the correction. The rules require, 
inter alia, that replacement or supplement of a deposit be made 
diligently, followed by prompt request thereafter for a certificate 
of correction, as conditions precedent to being recognized in 
any Office proceeding. Thus, for example, if a patent owner 
learns early during the term of the patent that the depository 
cannot furnish samples of a deposit described in the patent and 
the patent owner fails to both diligently make a replacement 
deposit and promptly thereafter request a certificate of correc- 
tion under these rules, a replacement deposit made years later 
when the patent becomes the subject of a reissue application 
or reexamination proceeding will not be recognized by the 
Office nor will any request for certificate of correction in 
connection with that deposit be granted. 

Where a proper request for certificate of correction is made 
and has been granted, any correction made to the original patent 
will be automatically incorporated into any reissued or reex- 
amined patent unless changes are made during examination of 
the reissue application or reexamination proceeding. 

Paragraph (d) of § 1.805 sets forth the Office position that 
the failure to make a replacement deposit or, in the case of a 
patent, diligently make a replacement deposit and promptly 
thereafter request a certificate of correction which meets the 
terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section, after notification 
that samples of an earlier deposit cannot be furnished, shall cause 
the application or patent involved to be treated in any Office 
proceeding as if no deposit were made. 

Paragraph (e) thereof indicates that the Office will apply a 
rebuttable presumption of an identity between the replacement 
deposit and an original deposit where a patent making reference 
to the deposit is relied on during any Office proceeding. This 
means that where a replacement deposit is permitted and made, 
the examiner will assume that the same material as described 
in the patent is accessible from the identified depository unless 
evidence to the contrary comes to the attention of the 
Office. 

An applicant for patent may make a replacement or supple- 
mental deposit during the pendency of the application for any 
reason. The provisions of paragraph (f) of § 1.805 recognize 
that since an original deposit may be made during the pendency 
of the application subject to the conditions of § 1.809, a replace- 
ment or supplemental deposit logically cannot be held to any 
higher standard or any further requirements. Likewise, the 
provisions of paragraph (g) indicate that neither a replacement 
nor a supplemental deposit need be made where, at the point 
in time when replacement or supplement would otherwise be 
necessary, access to the necessary biological material was 
otherwise available. For example, a replacement or supplemen- 
tal deposit would not be required under the circumstances where 
access to the necessary biological material was established 
through commercial suppliers. 
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The provisions of paragraph (h) of § 1.805 indicate that a 
replacement deposit is not required even though the depository 
cannot furnish samples, under certain conditions, to those re- 
questing a sample outside of the jurisdiction where the deposi- 
tory is located. The conditions are specified in this paragraph 
as being limited to national security, health or environmental 
safety reasons. 

Finally, paragraph (i) of this section indicates that the Office 
will not recognize in any Office proceeding a replacement 
deposit made by the patent owner where the depository could 
furnish samples of the deposit being replaced. The best evidence 
of what was originally deposited should not be lost through 
destruction or replacement if made in association with an ex- 
isting patent. A supplemental deposit may be accepted in an 
Office proceeding, however, depending on the circumstances 
in each case. 


TERM OF DEPOSIT [§ 1.806] 


The term of deposit must satisfy the requirements of the 
Budapest Treaty which sets a term of at least 30 years from the 
date of deposit and at least five (5) years after the most recent 
request for the furnishing of a sample of the deposit was received 
by the depository. In the event that the 30-year term covers the 
17-year term of the patent plus six (6) years to include the Statute 
of Limitations, no further requirement is necessary. The mere 
possibility of patent term extension or extended litigation in- 
volving the patent should not be considered in this analysis. 

In the event that the 30-year term of deposit measured from 
the date of deposit would necessarily terminate within the period 
of enforceability of the patent (normally the 17-year term plus 
six (6) years), samples must be stored under agreements that 
would make them available beyond the enforceable life of the 
patent for which the deposit was made. No requirement should 
be made as to any particular period of time beyond the enforce- 
able life of the patent. The purpose of the requirement is to insure 
that a deposited biological material necessary for the practice 
of a patented invention would be available to the public after 
expiration of the patent for which the deposit was made. The 
term of the deposit must comply with the requirements of each 
sentence of § 1.806 whether or not the deposit is made under 
the Budapest Treaty. A specific statement that the deposit 
complies with the second sentence of this section is required 
only where the 30-year term would terminate within the enforce- 
able life of the patent. 


VIABILITY OF DEPOSITS [§ 1.807] 


This section requires that the deposit of biological material 
that is capable of self-replication either directly or indirectly 
must be viable at the time of deposit and during the term of 
deposit. This requirement for viability is essentially a require- 
ment that the deposited material is capable of reproduction. For 
the purpose of making a deposit under these rules, there is no 
requirement that evidence be provided that the deposited ma- 
terial is capable or has the ability to perform any function 
described in the patent application. However, as with any other 
issue of description or enablement, if the examiner has evidence 
or reason to question the objective statements made in the patent 
application, applicants may be required to demonstrate that the 
deposited biological material will perform in the manner de- 
scribed. 

Under the Budapest Treaty, there is a requirement that the 
deposit be tested for viability before it is accepted. Thus, a mere 
statement by applicant, an authorized representative of applicant 
or the assignee that the deposit has been accepted under the 
Budapest Treaty would satisfy § 1.807. 

For each deposit which is not made under the Budapest Treaty, 
a viability statement must be filed in the patent application and 
contain the information listed in paragraph (b) of this section. 
Under paragraph (c), the examiner will accept the conclusion 
set forth in a viability statement which is issued by a depository 
recognized under § 1.803(a). If the viability test indicates that 
the deposit is not viable upon receipt, or the examiner cannot 
for scientific or other valid reasons accept the statement of 
viability received from the applicant, the examiner shall so notify 
the applicant stating the reasons for not acepting the statement 
and proceed with the examination process as if no deposit had 
been made. 
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This section requires that the deposit of biological material 
be made under two (2) conditions: 

(1) access to the deposit will be available during pendency 

of the patent application making reference to the deposit to 

one determined by the Commissioner to be entitled thereto 
under § 1.14 and 35 U.S.C. 122, and 

(2) with one exception, that all restrictions imposed by the 

depositor on the availability to the public of the deposited 

biological material will be irrevocably removed upon the 
granting of the patent. 

The one exception that is permitted is specified in paragraph 
(b) of this section which permits the depositor to contract with 
the depository to require that samples of a deposited biological 
material shall be furnished only if a request for a sample, during 
the term of the patent meets any one or all of the three conditions 
specified in this paragraph. These conditions are: 

(1) the request is in writing or other tangible form and dated; 

and/or 

(2) the request contains the name and address of the requesting 

party and the accession number of the deposit; and/or 

(3) the request is communicated in writing by the depository 

to the depositor along with the date on which the sample was 

furnished and the name and address of the party to whom 
the sample was furnished. 

It should be noted that this exception to the general rule that 
all restrictions will be removed must be strictly followed and 
that no variations of this explicit exception will be accepted as 
meeting the conditions of this section. This exception is con- 
sistent with the provisions in the Budapest Treaty and its 
implementing regulations (Rule 11.4). 

Since the mere description of a deposit or identity of a deposit 
in a patent specification is not necessarily an indication that a 
requirement for deposit was made or that a deposit which 
complies with these rules has been made, accessibility to a 
deposited material referenced in a patent may depend on the 
satisfaction of conditions not apparent on the face of the patent. 
For these reasons, and upon request made to the Patent and 
Trademark Office, the Office will certify whether a deposit has 
been stated to have been made under conditions which would 
make it available to the public as of the issue date of the patent 
grant provided the request is made to the Director of Patent 
Examining Group 180, and contains the following information: 

(1) the name and address of the depository 

(2) the accession number given to the deposit 

(3) the patent number and issue date of the patent referring 

to the deposit and 

(4) the name and address of the requesting party. 

For those deposits made pursuant to the Budapest Treaty, the 
World Intellectual Property Organization provides a form (Form 
BP- 12) for requesting a certification of the availability of samples 

of deposited microorganisms pursuant to Rule 11.3(a) of the 
regulations under the Budapest Treaty. Copies of this form are 
available from the Director of Patent Examining Group 180. 


EXAMINATION PROCEDURES [§ 1.809] 


This section sets forth procedures that will be used by the 
examiner to address a deposit issue. Deposit issues may arise 
in the examination of claims in applications for patent and for 
reissue of a patent, and in the examination of new or amended 
claims in a reexamination proceeding. The burden is initially 
on the Office to establish that access to a biological material 
is necessary for the satisfaction of the statutory requirements 
for patentability under 35 U.S.C. 112. Once the Office has met 
this burden, the burden shifts to the applicant or patent owner 
to demonstrate that access to such biological material either is 
not necessary or is already available, or that a deposit of such 
material is being or will be made, replaced or supplemented in 
accordance with these regulations. 

Under paragraph (a) of this section, once the examiner has 
determined that access to a biological material is necessary, and 
that access is not presently available in accordance with these 
regulations, the examiner should make an appropriate rejection 
under 35 U.S.C. 112. 

The applicant or patent owner may respond, pursuant to 
paragraph (b)(2) of this section, to a rejection made under 
paragraph (a) thereof by arguing why a deposit is not needed 
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under the circumstances and/or why a deposit actually made 
should be acceptable. Other prescribed responses which are 
available to such a rejection depend upon whether the rejection 
is made in an application for patent, on the one hand, or in a 
proceeding involving a patent, i.e., an application for reissue 
patent or reexamination proceeding, on the other hand. 

In an application for patent, applicant may respond, pursuant 
to paragraph (b)(1) of this section, by either making an accept- 
able original, replacement or supplemental deposit in accor- 
dance with these regulations, or assuring the Office in writing 
that an acceptable deposit will be made on or before the date 
of payment of the issue fee. In a proceeding involving a patent, 
the patent owner may respond, pursuant to paragraph (b)(1) of 
this section, by requesting a certificate of correction of the patent 
which meets the terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of § 1.805. In 
all cases, any other response shall be considered non-responsive. 
The rejection will be repeated and made final until the require- 
ments of paragraph (b)(1) of this section are satisfied or the 
examiner is convinced that a deposit. is not required for the 
claimed subject matter. 

As set forth in paragraph (c) of this section, in the event that 
an application for patent is otherwise in condition for allowance 
except for a needed deposit and the Office has received a written 
assurance that an acceptable deposit will be made, the Office 
will mail to the applicant a requirement that the needed deposit 
be made within three (3) months together with the Notice of 
Allowance and Issue Fee Due. Although the period for paying 
the issue fee cannot be extended under the provisions of § 1.136, 
the period for satisfying the requirement to make an acceptable 
deposit may be extended under the provisions of that section. 
Failure to make the needed deposit in accordance with this 
requirement may be considered a failure to prosecute the ap- 
plication under 35 U.S.C. 133 and result in abandonment of the 
application. 

The type of written assurance which will be considered ac- 
ceptable by the Office that an acceptable deposit will be made 
within the required time must include sufficient information 
to conclude that there is no outstanding issue with regard to the 
deposit of an appropriate biological material under conditions 
which satisfy these rules. 

In a proceeding involving a patent, it may not be possible 
to request a certificate of correction of the patent which meets 
the terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of § 1.805. For example, 
if the patent owner is on notice that samples of an original deposit 
can no longer be furnished by the depository, failure to diligently 
make a replacement deposit will preclude grant of a certificate 
of correction. A replacement deposit subsequently made will 
not be recognized by the Office nor will a request for certificate 
of correction, even if made promptly thereafter, be granted. It 
would also not be possible to request a certificate of correction 
of the patent which meets the terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) 
of § 1.805 where no original deposit was made before or during 
the pendency of the application which matured into the patent. 

A patent defective because of lack of a necessary deposit is 
necessarily fatally defective for failure to comply with the first 
paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112. Reissue is not available in such 
cases. See In re Hay, 534 F.2d 917, 189 USPQ 790 (CCPA 1976). 
Whether reissue is available where a biological material nec- 
essary for compliance with 35 U.S.C. 112 was known and readily 
available at the time of issuance of the patent and subsequently 
ceased to be readily available is problematic. Nevertheless, the 
rules do not provide for post-issue original deposits. 

Where an applicant for patent has any doubt whether access 
to a biological material specifically identified in the specification 
is necessary to satisfy 35 U.S.C. [12 or whether such a material, 
while presently freely available, may become unavailable in the 
future, the applicant would be well-advised to make a deposit 
thereof before any patent issues. Similarly, where a patent owner 
has any doubt whether a deposit referred to in the specification 
is of a biological material necessary to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112 
and, if the material is necessary, whether it is otherwise known 
and readily available, the patent owner would be well-advised 
to follow the procedures set forth in paragraphs (b) and (c) of 
§ 1.805 after receiving the notice specified in those paragraphs. 

Paragraph (d) of this section sets forth the requirements for 
the content of the specification with respect to a deposited 
biological material. Specifically, the specification shall contain 
the accession number for the deposit, the date of the deposit, 
the name and address of the depository, and a description of 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


January 4, 1994 


the deposited biological material sufficient to specifically iden- 
tify it and to permit examination. The description must be 
sufficient to permit verification that the deposited biological 
material is in fact that disclosed. Once the patent issues, the 
description must be sufficient to aid in the resolution of questions 
of infringement. As a general rule, the more information that 
is provided about a particular deposited biological material, the 
better the examiner will be able to compare the identity and 
characteristics of the deposited biological material with the prior 
art. 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The rules are in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-354), Executive Orders 
12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel has certified to the Chief Counsel for 
Advocacy, Small Business Administration, that this rule change 
is not expected to have a significant adverse economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities (Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, Pub. L. 96-354). The deposit practice will not impose extra 
work on patent applicants (whether small or large businesses 
or individuals). 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that this 
rule change is not a major rule under Executive Order 12291. 
The annual effect on the economy will be less than $100 million. 
There will be no major increases in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State or local government agen- 
cies, or geographic regions. There will be no adverse effects 
on competition, employment, investment, productivity, innova- 
tion, or on the ability of United States based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has also determined that 
this notice has no Federalism implications affecting the rela- 
tionship between the National Government and the States as 
outlined in Executive Order 12612. 

These rules contain a collection of information requirement 
subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act which has been ap- 
proved by the Office of Management and Budget under Control 
No. 0651-0022. Public reporting burden for this collection of 
information is estimated to average one hour per response, 
including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing 
data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed to make 
a deposit or request a sample, and completing and reviewing 
the collection of information. It is further estimated that a 
respondent depository would spend about five hours collecting 
and submitting the necessary information to be recognized as 
a suitable depository by the Office. Send comments regarding 
this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of 
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to 
the Office of Management and Organization, Patent and Trade- 
mark Office, Washington, D.C. 20231, and to the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and 
Budget, Washington, D.C. 20503 (Paperwork Reduction Project 
0651-0022). No comments regarding this burden estimate or 
any other aspect of this collection of infomation, including 
suggestions for reducing this burden, were received in response 
to the notice of proposed rulemaking. 


LIST OF SUBJECTS IN 37 CFR PART I 
Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Freedom of 


information, Inventions and patents, Reporting and recordkeep- 
ing requirements, Small business. 


For the reasons set out in the preamble, 37 CFR Part | is being 
amended as follows: 


PART 1-RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 1 would 
continue to read as follows: 
Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6 unless otherwise noted. 


2. A new Subpart G - Biotechnology Invention Disclosures, 
consisting of centered heading - Deposit of Biological Materials 
- and new §§ 1.801 to 1.809 are added to read as follows: 
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Subpart G - Biotechnology Invention Disclosures 
Deposit of Biological Material 


Sec. 
1.801 
1.802 
1.803 
1.804 
1.805 
1.806 
1.807 
1.808 
1.809 


Biological material. 

Need or Opportunity to make a deposit. 
Acceptable depository. 

Time of making an original deposit. 
Replacement or supplement of deposit. 
Term of deposit. 

Viability of deposit. 

Furnishing of samples. 

Examination procedures. 


Subpart G - Biotechnology Invention Disclosures 
Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6 


Deposit of Biological Material 
§ 1.801 Biological material. 


For the purposes of these regulations pertaining to the deposit 
of biological material for purposes of patents for inventions 
under 35 U.S.C. 101, the term biological material shall include 
material that is capable of self-replication either directly or 
indirectly. Representative examples include bacteria, fungi in- 
cluding yeast, algae, protozoa, eukaryotic cells, cell lines, hy- 
bridomas, plasmids, viruses, plant tissue cells, lichens and seeds. 
Viruses, vectors, cell organelles and other non-living material 
existing in and reproducible from a living cell may be deposited 
by deposit of the host cell capable of reproducing the non-living 
material. 


§ 1.802 Need or Opportunity to make a deposit. 


(a) Where an invention is, or relies on, a biological material, 
the disclosure may include reference to a deposit of such bio- 


logical material. 

(b) Biological material need not be deposited unless access 
to such material is necessary for the satisfaction of the statutory 
requirements for patentability under 35 U.S.C. 112. If a deposit 
is necessary, it shall be acceptable if made in accordance with 
these regulations. Biological material need not be deposited, 
inter alia, if it is known and readily available to the public or 
can be made or isolated without undue experimentation. Once 
deposited in a depository complying with these regulations, a 
biological material will be considered to be readily available 
even though some requirement of law or regulation of the 
United States or of the country in which the depository in- 
stitution is located permits access to the material only 
under conditions imposed for safety, public health or similar 
reasons. 

(c) The reference to a biological material in a specification 
disclosure or the actual deposit of such material by an applicant 
or patent owner does not create any presumption that such 
material is necessary to satisfy 35 U.S.C. 112 or that deposit 
in accordance with these regulations is or was required. 


§ 1.803 Acceptable depository. 


(a) A deposit shall be recognized for the purposes of these 
regulations if made in 

(1) any International Depositary Authority (IDA) as estab- 
lished under the Budapest Treaty on the International Recog- 
nition of the Depcsit of Microorganisms for the Purposes of 
Patent Procedure, or 

(2) any other depository recognized to be suitable by the 
Office. Suitability will be determined by the Commissioner on 
the basis of the administrative and technical competence, and 
agreement of the depository to comply with the terms and 
conditions applicable to deposits for patent purposes. The 
Commissioner may seek the advice of impartial consultants on 
the suitability of a depository. The depository must: 

(i) Have a continuous existence; 

(ii) Exist independent of the control of the depositor; 

(iii) Possess the staff and facilities sufficient to examine the 
viability of a deposit and store the deposit in a manner which 
ensures that it is kept viable and uncontaminated; 
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(iv) Provide for sufficient safety measures to minimize the 
risk of losing biological material deposited with it 

(v) Be impartial and objective; 

(vi) Furnish samples of the deposited material in an expe- 
ditious and proper manner; and 

(vii) Promptly notify depositors of its inability to furnish 
samples, and the reasons why. 

(b) A depository seeking status under paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section must direct a communication to the Commissioner which 
shall: 

(1) Indicate the name and address of the depository to which 
the communication relates; 

(2) Contain detailed information as to the capacity of the 
depository to comply with the requirements of paragraph (a)(2) 
of this section, including information on its legal status, scientific 
standing, staff and facilities; 

(3) Indicate that the depository intends to be available, for 
the purposes of deposit, to any depositor under these same 
conditions; 

(4) Where the depository intends to accept for deposit only 
certain kinds of biological material, specify such kinds; 

(5) Indicate the amount of any fezs that the depository will, 
upon acquiring the status of suitable depository under paragraph 
(a)(2) of this section, charge for storage, viability statements and 
furnishings of samples of the deposit. 

(c) A depository having status under paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section limited to certain kinds of biological material may extend 
such status to additional kinds of biological material by directing 
a communication to the Commissioner in accordance with para- 
graph (b) of this section. If a previous communication under 
paragraph (b) of this section is of record, items in common with 
the previous communication may be incorporated by reference. 

(d) Once a depository is recognized to be suitable by the 
Commissioner or has defaulted or discontinved its performance 
under this section, notice thereof will be published in the Official 
Gazette of the Patent and Trademark Office. 


§ 1.804 Time of making an original deposit. 


(a) Whenever a biological material is specifically identified 
in an application for patent as filed, an original deposit thereof 
may be made at any time before filing the application for patent 
or, subject to § 1.809, during pendency of the application for 
patent. 

(b) When the original deposit is made after the effective filing 
date of an application for patent, the applicant shall promptly 
submit a verified statement from a person in a position to 
corroborate the fact, and shall state, that the biological material 
which is deposited is a biological material specifically identified 
in the application as filed, except if the person is an attorney 
or agent registered to practice before the Office, in which case 
the statement need not be verified. 


§ 1.805 Replacement or supplement of deposit. 


(a) A depositor, after receiving notice during the pendency 
of an application for patent, application for reissue patent or 
reexamination proceeding, that the depository possessing a 
deposit either cannot furnish samples thereof or can furnish 
samples thereof but the deposit has become contaminated or 
has lost its capability to function as described in the specification, 
shall notify the Office in writing, in each application for patent 
or patent affected. In such a case, or where the Office otherwise 
learns, during the pendency of an application for patent, appli- 
cation for reissue patent or reexamination proceeding, that the 
depository possessing a deposit either cannot furnish samples 
thereof or can furnish samples thereof but the deposit has 
become contaminated or has lost its capability to function as 
described in the specification, the need for making a replacement 
or supplemental deposit will be governed by the same consid- 
erations governing the need for making an original deposit under 
the provisions set forth in § 1.802(b). A replacement or sup- 
plemental deposit made during the pendency of an application 
for patent shall not be accepted unless it meets the requirements 
for making an original deposit under these regulations, including 
the requirement set forth under § 1.804(b). A replacement or 
supplemental deposit made in connection with a patent, whether 
or not made during the pendency of an application for reissue 
patent or a reexamination proceeding or both, shall not be 
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accepted unless a certificate of correction under § 1.323 is 
requested by the patent owner which meets the terms of 
paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section. 

(b) A request for certificate of correction under this section 
shall not be granted unless the certificate identifies: 

(1) The accession numter for the replacement or supplemental 
deposit; 

(2) The date of the deposit; and 

(3) The name and address of the depository. 

(c) A request for a certificate of correction under this section 
shall not be granted unless the request is made promptly after 
the replacement or supplemental deposit has been made and: 

(1) Includes a verified statement of the reason for making 
the replacement or supplemental deposit; 

(2) Includes a verified statement from a person in a position 
to corroborate the fact, and shall state, that the replacement or 
supplemental deposit is of a biological material which is iden- 
tical to that originally deposited; 

(3) Includes a verified showing that the patent owner acted 
diligently— 

(i) In the case of a replacement deposit, in making the deposit 
after receiving notice that samples could no longer be furnished 
from an earlier deposit, or 

(ii) In the case of a supplemental deposit, in making the deposit 
after receiving notice that the earlier deposit had become con- 
taminated or had lost its capability to function as described in 
the specification; 

(4) Includes a verified statement that the term of the replace- 
ment or supplemental deposit expires no earlier than the term 
of the deposit being replaced or supplemented; and 

(5) Otherwise establishes compliance with these regulations, 
except that if the person making one or more of the required 
Statements or showing is an attorney or agent registered to 
practice before the Office, that statement or showing need not 
be verified. 

(d) A depositor’s failure to replace a deposit, or in the case 
of a patent, to diligently replace a deposit and promptly thereafter 
request a certificate of correction which meets the terms of 
paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section, after being notified that 
the depository possessing the deposit cannot furnish samples 
thereof, shall cause the application or patent involved to 
be treated in any Office proceeding as if no deposit were 
made. 

(e) In the event a deposit is replaced according to these 
regulations, the Office will apply a rebuttable presumption of 
identity between the original and the replacement deposit where 
a patent making reference to the deposit is relied upon during 
any Office proceeding. 

(f) A replacement or supplemental deposit made during the 
pendency of an application for patent may be made for any 
reason. 

(g) In no case is a replacement or supplemental deposit of 
a biological material necessary where the biological material, 
in accordance with § 1.802(b), need not be deposited. 

(h) No replacement deposit of a biological material is nec- 
essary where a depository can furnish samples thereof but the 
depository for national security, health or environmental safety 
reasons is unable to provide samples to requesters outside of 
the jurisdiction where the depository is located. 

(i) The Office will not recognize in any Office proceeding 
a replacement deposit of a biological material made by a patent 
owner where the depository could furnish samples of the deposit 
being replaced. 


§ 1.806 Term of deposit. 


A deposit made before or during pendency of an application 
for patent shall be made for a term of at least thirty (30) years 
and at least five (5) years after the most recent request for the 
furnishing of a sample of the deposit was received by the 
depository. In any case, samples must be stored under agree- 
ments that would make them available beyond the enforceable 
life of the patent for which the deposit was made. 


§ 1.807 Viability of deposit. 
(a) A deposit of biological material that is capable of self- 


replication either directly or indirectly must be viable at the time 
of deposit and during the term of deposit. Viability may be tested 
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by the depository. The test must conclude only that the deposited 
material is capable of reproduction. No evidence is necessarily 
required regarding the ability of the deposited material to per- 
form any function described in the patent application. 

(b) A viability statement for each deposit of a biological 
material defined in paragraph (a) of this section not made under 
the Budapest Treaty on the International Recognition of the 
Deposit of Microorganisms for the Purposes of Patent Procedure 
must be filed in the application and must contain: 

(1) The name and address of the depository; 

(2) The name and address of the depositor; 

(3) The date of deposit; 

(4) The identity of the deposit and the accession number given 
by the depository; 

(5) The date of the viability test; 

(6) The procedures used to obtain a sample if the test is not 
done by the depository; and 

(7) A statement that the deposit is capable of reproduction. 

(c) If a viability test indicates that the deposit is not viable 
upon receipt, or the examiner cannot, for scientific or other valid 
reasons, accept the statement of viability received from the 
applicant, the examiner shall proceed as if no deposit has been 
made. The examiner will accept the conclusion set forth in a 
viability statement issued by a depository recognized under § 
1.803(a). 


§ 1.808 Furnishing of samples. 


(a) A deposit must be made under conditions that assure that: 

(1) Access to the deposit will be available during pendency 
of the patent application making reference to the deposit to one 
determined by the Commissioner to be entitled thereto under 
§ 1.14 and 35 U.S.C. 122, and 

(2) Subject to paragraph (b) of this section, all restrictions 
imposed by the depositor on the availability to the public of 
the deposited material will be irrevocably removed upon the 
granting of the patent. 

(b) The depositor may contract with the depository to require 
that samples of a deposited biological material shall be furnished 
only if a request for a sample, during the term of the patent: 

(1) Is in writing or other tangible form and dated; 

(2) Contains the name and address of the requesting party 
and the accession number of the deposit; and 

(3) Is communicated in writing by the depository to the 
depositor along with the date on which the sample was furnished 
and the name and address of the party to whom the sample was 
furnished. 

(c) Upon request made to the Office, the Office will certify 
whether a deposit has been stated to have been made under 
conditions which make it available to the public as of 
the issue date of the patent grant provided the request con- 
tains: 

(1) The name and address of the depository; 

(2) The accession number given to the deposit; 

(3) The patent number and issue date of the patent referring 
to the deposit; and 

(4) The name and address of the requesting party. 


§ 1.809 Examination procedures. 


(a) The examiner shall determine pursuant to § 1.104 in each 
application for patent, application for reissue patent or reexami- 
nation proceeding if a deposit is needed, and if needed, if a 
deposit actually made is acceptable for patent purposes. If a 
deposit is needed and has not been made or replaced or sup- 
plemented in accordance with these regulations, the examiner, 
where appropriate, shall reject the affected claims under the 
appropriate provision of 35 U.S.C. 112, explaining why a deposit 
is needed and/or why a deposit actually made cannot be ac- 
cepted. 

(b) The applicant for patent or patent owner shall respond 
to a rejection under paragraph (a) of this section by 

(1) In the case of an applicant for patent, making an acceptable 
original or replacement or supplemental deposit or assuring the 
Office in writing that an acceptable deposit will be made on 
or before the date of payment of the issue fee, or, in the case 
of a patent owner, requesting a certificate of correction of the 
patent which meets the terms of paragraphs (b) and (c) of § 1.805, 
or 
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(2) Arguing why a deposit is not needed under the circum- 
stances of the application or patent considered and/or why a 
deposit actually made should be accepted. Other replies to the 
examiner’s action shall be considered non-responsive. The re- 
jection will be repeated until either paragraph (b)(1) of this 
section is satisfied or the examiner is convinced that a deposit 
is not needed. 

(c) If an application for patent is otherwise in condition for 
allowance except for a needed deposit and the Office has re- 
ceived a written assurance that an acceptable deposit will be 
made on or before payment of the issue fee, the Office will mail 
to the applicant a Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due 
together with a requirement that the needed deposit be made 
within three months. The period for satisfying this requirement 
is extendable under § 1.136. Failure to make the needed deposit 
in accordance with this requirement will result in abandonment 
of the application for failure to prosecute. 

(d) For each deposit made pursuant to these regulations, the 
specification shall contain: 

(1) The accession number for the deposit; 

(2) The date of the deposit; 

(3) A description of the deposited biological material suffi- 
cient to specifically identify it and to permit examination; and 

(4) The name and address of the depository. 

Dated: July 21, 1989 DONALD J. QUIGG 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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(63) Notice Interpreting In Re Iwahashi 


(Fed. Cir. 1989) 


The Patent and Trademark Office’s (PTO’s) policy on the 
patentability of claims reciting matematical algorithms and 
computer programs, published at 1106 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 5- 
12 (Sept. 5, 1989), is unaffected by In re Iwahashi, 888 F.2d 
1370, 12 USPQ2d 1980 (Fed. Cir. 1989). The following com- 
ments are intended as the PTO’s interpretation of /wahashi. 

Iwahashi reversed a rejection of appellants’ apparatus claim 
1 (the sole claim) under 35 U.S.C. §101. The rejection main- 
tained that claim | was directed to nonstatutory subject matter 
in the form of a mathematical algorithm. Appellants developed 
an approximation to the conventional equation for auto-corre- 
lation coefficients for use in pattern recognition which uses a 
term which is the square of the sum of two variables, instead 
of the product of the two variables. Appellants’ claim to an 
autocorrelation unit is in “means-plus-function” format except 
for a recited “read only memory” (“ROM”) for implementing 
the squaring term. PTO argued that the term “read only memory” 
as used in this claim is as broad as a means-plus-function 
recitation with the result that the claim is effectively entirely 
in means-plus-function format and indistinguishable for §101 
purposes from a method claim; it was argued that such a cor- 
responding method claim would be nonstatutory. See In re 
Freeman, 573 F.2d 1237, 1247, 197 USPQ 464, 472 (CCPA 
1978); In re Walter, 618 F.2d 758, 768, 205 USPQ 397, 407- 
08 (CCPA 1980); In re Abele, 684 F.2d 902, 909, 214 USPQ 
682, 688 (CCPA 1982); In re Meyer, 688 F.2d 789, 796, 215 
USPQ 193, 198-99 (CCPA 1982); and 1106 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 
at 8, under “‘Process’ versus ‘apparatus’ claims.” PTO also 
argued that appellants’ apparatus claim is nonstatutory when 
directly analyzed according to the two-part Freeman- Walter test 
because (1) it recites a mathematical algorithm and (2) the 
algorithm does not “define” a structural relationship between 
physical elements and is not “applied” in any manner to physical 
elements. 

The Federal Circuit determined that a read only memory is 
a “term[{] well understood by those skilled in the art,” 888 F.2d 
at 1372, 12 USPQ2d at 1909, and that the claimed read only 
memory element “is not in means-plus-function form,” id. at 
1373, 12 USPQ2d at 1909, but “is a specific piece of apparatus,” 
id. at 1375, 12 USPQ2d at 1912. The Court states that appellants’ 
apparatus claim does not meet the second part of the Freeman- 
Walter test, detailing the relationship between the ROM and the 
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other means in the claim. Therefore, the Court concluded, id. 
at 1375, 12 USPQ2d at 1911: 


The claim as a whole certainly defines apparatus in the form 
of a combination of interrelated means and we cannot discern 
any logical reason why it should not be deemed statutory 
subject matter as either a machine or a manufacture as speci- 
fied in §101. The fact that the apparatus operates according 
to an algorithm does not make it nonstatutory. ... We therefore 
hold that the claim is directed to statutory subject matter. 


Because the Court determined a ROM to be a specific piece 
of apparatus for implementing a table look-up function, and not 
as broad as a means-plus-function recitation, appellants carried 
their burden of demonstarting that the claim is “truly drawn to 
specific apparatus distinct from other apparatus capable of per- 
forming the identical functions,” Walter, 618 F.2d at 768, 205 
USPQ at 408; as a matter of claim interpretation, the claim cannot 
be treated as equivalent to a method. The Walter test for whether 
an apparatus claim is equivalent to a method claim is the same 
as applying the Freeman- Walter test to an apparatus claim. See 
In re Maucorps, 609 F.2d 481, 486, 203 USPQ 812, 816 (CCPA 
1979) (application of second part of two-part Freeman test to 
appartus claim in “means for” format considers whether the 
“claimed invention as a whole comprises each and every means 
for carrying out a [mathematical algorithm]”). 

Once it is determined that the claim is truley drawn to specific 
apparatus, it necessarily follows that the apparatus is statutory 
subject matter under §101. True apparatus does not invoke the 
mathematical algorithm exception because the mathematical 
algorithm remains free for use by anyone not employing the 
specific apparatus, i.e., there is no preemption, in whole or part, 
of the mathematical algorithm itself. See In re Bernhart, 417 
F.2d 1395, 1399, 163 USPQ 611, 616 (CCPA 1969) (“a member 
of the public would have to do much more than use the equations 
to infringe any of these [apparatus] claims”); Freeman, 573 F.2d 
at 1247 n.11, 197 USPQ at 472 n.11 (“the calculation method 
{in dependent claim 10] remained free for use by anyone not 
employing the enire apparatus of claim 9”). Importantly, as the 
Iwahashi Court notes: [t}he fact that apparatus operates accord- 
ing to an algorithm does not make it nonstatutory,” 888 F.2d 
at 1375, 12 USPQ2d at 1911. See Freeman, 573 F.2d at 1247 
n.10, 197 USPQ at 472 n.10 (“* A claim to a new, useful, and 
unobvious computer, describing that computer in truly structural 
terms, would not be rejectable on the ground that the only known 
use for that computer is the performance of unpatentable methods 
of calculation.”). 

The Court's holding that the claim defines apparatus because 
of ROM is a specific piece of apparatus for implementing the 
mathematical algorithm is consistent with precedent and PTO 
policy as set forth at 1106 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 5-12. Every 
case, however, must be determined on its facts and, to be 
consistent with previous decisions, /wahashi does not “hold that 
the mere presence of apparatus language in a claim will, of itself, 
save that claim from rejection as nonstatutory.” id. at 1247 n.11, 
197 USPQ at 472 n.11. Under Walter, the inquiry with every 
apparatus claim should be whether the apparatus encompasses 
any and every means for performing the recited functions and, 
if this appears to be the case, the burden should be placed on 
the applicant to show that it does not. 

The Court’s dicta in footnote | (the sole footnote) suggests 
that §112 46 may require the PTO to construe means-plus- 
function limitation to the apparatus disclosed in the application 
and equivalents thereof. Under this suggestion, even a claim 
which is entirely in means-plus-function format could not be 
treated as indistinguishable from a corresponding method claim 
for §101 purposes. Such a result would be directly contrary to 
precedent, including Freeman, Walter, Abele and Meyer. In the 
opinion of the PTO, means-plus-function limitations should be 
not treated differently for §101 purposes than for §102 and §103 
purposes for rejections over prior art. Indeed, during prosecution 
claims should be given their broadest reasonable interpretation. 
See In re Zletz, __ F.2d __, __., 13 USPQ2d 1320, 1321- 
22 (Fed. Cir. 1989). The issue of claim scope should be treated 
as a matter of burden of proof: examiners should give “means 
for” limitations their broadest reasonable interpretation and then 
it is applicant’s burden to show that the functionally-defined 
disclosed means do not encompass any and every means for 
performing the recited functions. See Walter, 618 F. 2d at 768, 
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205 USPQ at 408 (“the burden must be placed on the applicant 
to demonstrate that the claims are truly drawn to specific 
apparatus”); Meyer, 688 F.2d at 796 n.6, 215 USPQ at 199 n.6 
and corresponding text; Jn re Mulder, 716 F.2d 1542, 1549, 219 
USPQ 189, 196 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (involving a “means for” 
limitation in a §103 rejection: “Appellants have neither asserted 
nor shown that [the reference] structure is not the equivalent 
of the structure disclosed in their specification [for performing 
the function, as stated by the board]”). 
Feb. 15, 1990 JAMES E. DENNY 
Acting Assistant 
Commissioner 

for Patents 


[1112 OG 16} 


(64) Patentable Subject Matter 


Mathematical Algorithms and Computer Programs 


The following represents a recent legal analysis done by 
Associate Solicitor Lee E. Barrett, an attorney in the Office of 
the Solicitor of the Patent and Trademark Office, on the subject 
of the patentability of mathematical algorithms and com- 
puter programs. The analysis is published for the benefit of the 
public. 

August 9, 1989 FRED E. McKELVEY 
Solicitor 
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Discussion 
I. Statutory Subject Matter - 35 U.S.C. § 101 


Inventions may be patented only if they fall within one of 
the four statutory classes of subject matter of 35 U.S.C. § 101: 
“process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter.” See 
Kewanee Oil Co. v. Bicron Corp., 416 U.S. 470, 483, 181 USPQ 
673, 679 (1974): 


[N]o patent is available for a discovery, however use- 
ful, novel, and nonobvious, unless it falls within one of 
the express categories of patentable subject matter of 
35 U.S.C. § 101. 


Subject matter that does not fall within one of the statutory 
classes of 35 U.S.C. § 101 is said to be “nonstatutory” or to 
be “unpatentable subject matter.” 

The broad language of § 101 is intended to dilineate a “general 
industrial boundary” of patentable invention. Jn re Bergy, 596 
F.2d 952, 974 n.11, 201 USPQ 352, 372 n.11 (CCPA 1979), 
vacated, 444 U.S. 1028, aff'd sub nom., Diamond v. Chakra- 
barty, 447 U.S. 303, 206 USPQ 193 (1980). The first statutory 
class, process, is defined in 35 U.S.C. § 100(b) and refers to 
acts, while the last three classes, machine, manufacture and 
composition of matter, refer to physical things; therefore, the 
general field of patentable invention consists of new acts and 
new things. /d. The classes relevant to this discussion are “process” 
and “machine.” A “process” is equivalent to a “method.” Bergy, 
596 F.2d at 965, 201 USPQ at 364. The term “machine” is used 
interchangeably with “apparatus.” Jn re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 
1395 n.11, 162 USPQ 541, 543 n.11 (CCPA 1969). 

The question of whether a claimed invention satisfies the other 
conditions for patentability is “wholly apart from whether the 
invention falls into a category of statutory subject matter” 
(emphasis deleted). Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 190, 209 
USPQ 1, 9 (1981) (citing Bergy, 596 F.2d at 961, 201 USPQ 
at 361). As stated in Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 593, 198 
USPQ 193, 198-99 (1978): 


The obligation to determine what type of discovery is 
sought to be patented must precede the determination 
of whether that discovery is, in fact, new [i.e., novel 
under § 102] or obvious [§ 103]. 


See also In re Sarkar, 588 F.2d 1330, 1333 n.10, 200 USPQ 
132, 137 n.10 (CCPA 1978) (“If the subject matter as claimed 
is subject to patenting, i.e., if it falls within § 101, it must them 
be examined for compliance with §§ 102 and 103”). 

Legislative history indicates that Congress contemplated that 
the subject matter provisions be given a broad construction and 
were intended to “include anything under the sun that is made 
by man.” Diamond v. Chakrabarty, 447 U.S. at 309, 206 USPQ 
at 197. Any process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter constitutes statutory subject matter unless it falls within 
a judicially determined exception to § 101. In re Pardo, 684 
F.2d 912, 916, 214 USPQ 673, 677 (CCPA 1982). Exceptions 
include laws of nature, physical phenomena and abstract ideas. 
Diehr, 450 U.S. at 185, 209 USPQ at 7, and cases cited therein. 
This analysis addresses whether mathematical algorithms and 
computer programs are statutory subject matter. 


Il. Mathematical Algorithms 
A. Mathematical algorithms per se are not a 
statutory “process” under § 10] 


A mathematical algorithm is defined as a “procedure for 
solving a given type of mathematical problem.” Gottschalk v. 
Benson, 409 U.S. €3, 65, 175 USPQ 673, 674 (1972); Flook, 
437 U.S. at 585 n.1, 198 USPQ at 195 n.1; Diehr, 450 U.S. at 
186, 209 USPQ at 8. Mathematical algorithms are nonstatutory 
because they have been determined not to fall within the § 101 
statutory class of a “process.” Benson. “[A]n algorithm, or 
mathematical formula, is like a law of nature, which cannot be 
the subject of a patent.” Diehr, 450 U.S. at 186, 209 USPQ at 
8. The exception applies only to mathematical algorithms since 
any process is an “algorithm” in the sense that it is a step-by- 
step procedure to arrive at a given result. Jn re Walter, 618 F.2d 
758, 764 n.4, 205 USPQ 397, 405 n.4. (CCPA 1980); Pardo, 
684 F.2d at 915, 214 USPQ at 676. 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


Although mathematical algorithms per se are nonstatutory, 
as stated in Diehr, 450 U.S. at 187-88, 209 USPQ at 8-9: 


[A] claim drawn to subject matter otherwise statutory 
does not become nonstatutory simply because it uses 
a mathematical formula, computer program, or digital 
computer. . . . [I]n Parker v. Flook we stated that “a 
process is not unpatentable simply because it contains 
a law of nature or a mathematical algorithm.” 437 U.S. 
at 590. It is now commonplace that an application of 
a law of nature or mathematical formula to a known 
structure or process may well be deserving of patent 
protection. As Justice Stone explained four decades ago: 

“While a scientific truth, or the mathematical 
expression of it, is not a patentable invention, a 
novel and useful structure created with the aid of 
knowledge of scientific truth may be.” Mackay 
Radio & Telegraph Co. v. Radio Corp. of America, 
306 U.S. 86, 94 (1939). [Citations omitted.] 


The Supreme Court thus recognizes that mathematical algo- 
rithms are “the basic tools of scientific and technological work,” 
Benson, 409 U.S. at 67, 175 USPQ at 675, and should not be 
the subject of exclusive rights, whereas technological applica- 
tion of scientific principles and mathematical algorithms fur- 
thers the constitutional purpose of promoting “the Progress of 
. . . Useful arts.” U.S. Const. art. I, § 8. It is also recognized 
that mathematical algorithms may be the most precise way to 
describe the invention. 

Where claims involve mathematical algorithms, as stated in 
In re Abele, 684 F.2d 902, 907, 214 USPQ 682, 687 (CCPA 
1982): 


The goal is to answer the question “What did appli- 
cants invent?” If the claimed invention is a mathematical 
algorithm, it is improper subject matter for patent pro- 
tection, whereas if the claimed invention is an applica- 
tion of the algorithm, § 101 will not bar the grant of 
a patent. 


The tests for determining whether claims containing mathe- 
matical algorithms are statutory have gradually evolved in the 
courts since the Supreme Court’s decision in Benson in 1972. 


B. Evolution of the two-part test for mathematical 
algorithm-statutory subject matter 


The proper legal analysis of mathematical algorithm-statutory 
subject matter cases is the two-part test of Jn re Freeman, 573 
F.2d 1237, 197 USPQ 464 (CCPA 1978), as modified by Walter 
and Abele. See In re Meyer, 688 F.2d 789, 796, 215 USPQ 193, 
198 (CCPA 1982) (“A more comprehensive test for cases 
involving mathematical algorithms is set forth in Jn re Abele”). 
A review of the evolution of the analysis provides some useful 
insights into the application of the test. 

In Benson, the Supreme Court concluded that claims directed 
to a particular algorithm for converting binary coded decimal 
numbers to binary numbers was not statutory subject matter. 
The Supreme Court further concluded that any patent issued 
on those claims “would wholly pre-empt the mathematical 
formula and in practical effect would be a patent on the algorithm 
itself.” 409 U.S. at 72, 175 USPQ at 676. These two conclusions 
formed the basis for the two-part analysis of the Court of 
Customs and Patent Appeals (CCPA) in Freeman, 573 F.2d at 
1245, 197 USPQ at 471: 


First, it must be determined whether the claim directly 
or indirectly recites an “algorithm” in the Benson sense 
of that term, for a claim which fails even to recite an 
algorithm clearly cannot wholly preempt an algorithm. 
Second, the claim must be further analyzed to ascertain 
whether in its entirety it wholly preempts that algorithm. 

In 1978, the Supreme Court held in Flook that a claim need 
“not . . . cover every conceivable application of the formula” 
to be nonstatutory. 437 U.S. at 586, 198 USPQ at 196. This 
decision left undefined what constitutes statutory subject matter. 
In Walter, the CCPA modified the second step of Freeman to 
require a more positive approach to determining what is claimed, 
618 F.2d at 767, 205 USPQ at 407: 
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If it appears that the mathematical algorithm is imple- 
mented in a specific manner to define structural rela- 
tionships between the physical elements of the claim (in 
apparatus claims) or to refine or limit claim steps (in 
process claims), the claim being otherwise statutory, the 
claim passes muster under § 101. If, however, the mathe- 
matical algorithm is merely presented and solved by the 
claimed invention, as was the case in Benson and Flook, 
and is not applied in any manner to physical elements 
or process steps, no amount of post-solution activity will 
render the claim statutory; nor is it saved by a preamble 
merely reciting the field of use of the mathematical 
algorithm. 


The CCPA noted that while the second step of Freeman was 
“stated in terms of preemption” it had consistently been applied 
“in the spirit of the foregoing principles.” 618 F.2d at 767, 205 
USPQ at 407. 

In Abele, the CCPA further modified the second part of the 
test to provide a more comprehensive test, 684 F.2d at 906-7, 
214 USPQ at 686: 


Appellants summarize the Walter test as setting forth 
two ends of a spectrum: what is now clearly nonstatu- 
tory, i.e., claims in which an algorithm is merely pre- 
sented and solved by the claimed invention (preemp- 
tion), and what is clearly statutory, i.e., claims in which 
an algorithm is implemented in a specific manner to 
define structural relationships between the physical 
elements of the claim (in an apparatus claim) or fo refine 
or limit steps (in a process). Appellants urge that the 
statement of the test in Walter fails to provide a useful 
tool for analyzing claims in the “gray area” which falls 
between the two ends of that spectrum. We agree that 
the board’s understanding and application of the Walter 
analysis justifies appellant’ s position. However, the Wal- 
ter analysis quoted above does not limit patentable 
subject matter only to claims in which structural rela- 
tionships or process steps are defined, limited or refined 
by the application of the algorithm. 

Rather, Walter should be read as requiring no more 
than that the algorithm be “applied in any manner to 
physical elements or process steps,” provided that its 
application is circumscribed by more than a field of use 
limitation or non-essential post-solution activity. Thus, 
if the claim would be “otherwise statutory,” id., albeit 
inoperative or less useful without the algorithm, the 
claim likewise presents statutory subject matter when 
the algorithm is included. This broad reading of Walter, 
we conclude, is in accord with the Supreme Court de- 
cisions [holding “that a claim drawn to subject matter 
otherwise statutory does not become nonstatutory sim- 
ply because it uses a mathematical formula, computer 
program, or digital computer,” Diamond v. Diehr, 450 
U.S. at 187, 209 USPQ at 8). 


The reason for the modification of the test was because, as 
noted in Abele, 684 F.2d at 909, 214 USPQ at 688: 


The algorithm [in Abele] does not necessarily refine 
or limit the earlier steps of production and detection as 
would be required to achieve the status of patentable 
subject matter by the board’s narrow reading of Walter. 


The second test of Abele suggests that the determination of 
whether the algorithm is “applied in any manner to physical 
element or process steps” may be made by viewing the claims 
without the algorithm and determining whether what remains 
is “otherwise statutory.” This analysis focuses on identifying 
the statutory process in the claim and is consistent with previous 
cases such as Walter, 618 F.2d at 769, 205 USPQ at 409 
(“Examination of each claim demonstrates that each has no 
substance apart from the calculations involved”). The technique 
of viewing the claim without the mathematical algorithm is not 
inconsistent with the requirement that claims must be considered 
“as a whole” under § 101. 

The requirement that claims be considered “as a whole” arose 
out of the now rejected “point of novelty” approach to statutory 
subject matter. Under the “point of novelty” approach, if a claim 
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considered without the nonstatutory subject matter was 
unpatentable over the prior art (i.e., if the algorithm was at the 
“point of novelty” of the claim), the claims were found to not 
recite statutory subject matter. This approach was consistently 
rejected by the CCPA. See In re Chatfield, 545 F.2d 152, 191 
USPQ 730 (CCPA 1976), cert. denied, 434 U.S. 875 (1977); 
In re Deutsch, 553 F.2d 689, 193 USPQ 645 (CCPA 1977); In 
re de Castelet, 562 F.2d 1236, 195 USPQ 439 (CCPA 1977); 
Freeman; Sarkar; Walter. The point of novelty approach was 
finally put to rest in Diehr, 450 U.S. at 188-89, 209 USPQ at 
9: 


In determining the eligibility of respondents’ claimed 
process for patent protection under § 101, their claims 
must be considered as a whole. It is inappropriate to 
dissect the claims into old and new elements and then 
to ignore the presence of the old elements in the analysis. 
... The “novelty” of any element or steps in a process, 
or even of the process itself, is of no relevance in 
determining whether the subject matter of a claim falls 
within the § 101 categories of possibly patentable subject 
matter. 


Under the second test of Abele, the claims are considered 
without the algorithm to determine whether what remains is 
“otherwise statutory,” not to determine whether what remains 
is novel and nonobvious. 


C. Application of the two-part test 
1. Step 1 - presence of a mathematical algorithm 
a. Mathematical algorithm 


A mathematical algorithm is a “procedure for solving a given 
type of mathematical problem.” In this sense, a mathematical 
algorithm refers “to methods of calculation, mathematical for- 
mulas, and mathematical procedures generally.” Walter, 618 
F.2d at 764-65 n.4, 205 USPQ at 405 n.4. “The type of mathe- 
matical computation involved does not determine whether a 
procedure is statutory or nonstatutory.” /n re Gelnovatch, 595 
F.2d 32, 41, 201 USPQ 136, 145 (CCPA 1979). A “claim for 
an improved method of calculation, even when tied to a specific 
end use, is unpatentable subject matter under § 101.” Flook, 
437 U.S. at 595 n.18, 198 USPQ at 199 n.18. 

Mathematical algorithms may represent scientific principles, 
laws of nature, or ideas or mental processes for solving complex 
problems. See Meyer, 688 F.2d at 794-95, 215 USPQ at 197: 


Scientific principles, such as the relationship between 
mass and energy [E = mc’], and laws of nature, such 
as the acceleration of gravity, namely a = 32 ft./sec.’, 
can be represented in mathematical format. However, 
some mathematical algorithms and formulae do not 
represent scientific principles or laws of nature; they 
represent ideas or mental processes and are simply logical 
vehicles for communicating possible solutions to com- 
plex problems. 


See also Safe Flight Instrument Corp. v. Sundstrand Data Con- 
trol, Inc., 706 F. Supp. 1146, 10 USPQ2d 1733 (D.Del. 1989) 
(mathematical algorithm representing a natural phenomenon, 
windshear). No distinction is made between mathematical al- 
gorithms invented by man, and mathematical algorithms rep- 
resenting discoveries of scientific principles and laws of nature 
which reveal a relationship that has always existed. 


b. "Process" versus “apparatus” claims 


Since mathematical algorithms have been determined not to 
fall within the § 101 statutory class of a “process,” attempts have 
been made to circumvent the nonstatutory subject matter rejec- 
tion by drafting mathematical algorithms as “machine” claims. 
The technique used is to draft the method steps in terms of 
“means for” language permitted by 35 U.S.C. § 112, sixth 
paragraph. While such a claim is technically a “machine” or 
“apparatus” claim, the courts have held that form of the claim 
does not control whether the subject matter is statutory. See In 
re Maucorps, 609 F.2d 481, 485, 203 USPQ 812, 815-16 (CCPA 
1979): 

Labels are not determinative in § 101 inquiries. “Ben- 
son applies equally whether an invention is claimed as 
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an apparatus or process, because the form of the claim 
is often an exercise in drafting.” Jn re Johnson, 589 F.2d 
1070, 1077, 200 USPQ 199, 206 ([CCPA] 1978). “Though 
a claim expressed in ‘means for’ (functional) terms 
{under 35 U.S.C. § 112, sixth paragraph] is said to be 
an apparatus claim, the subject matter as a whole of that 
claim may be indistinguishable from that of a method 
claim drawn to the steps performed by the ‘means.’” 
In re Freeman, 573 F.2d at 1247, 197 USPQ at 472. 
Moreover, that the claimed computing system may be 
a “machine” within “the ordinary sense of the word,” 
as appellant argues, is irrelevant. The holding in Benson 
“forecloses a purely literal reading of § 101.” 


The test for determining whether “means for” apparatus claims 
should be treated as method claims is stated in Walter, 618 F.2d 
at 768, 205 USPQ at 408: 


If the functionally-defined disclosed means and their 
equivalents are so broad that they encompass any and 
every means for performing the recited functions, the 
apparatus claim is an attempt to exalt form over sub- 
stance since the claim is really to the method or series 
of functions itself . . . . In such cases the burden must 
be placed on the applicant to demonstrate that the claims 
are truly drawn to specific apparatus distinct from other 
apparatus capable of performing the identical functions. 

If this burden has not been discharged, the apparatus 
claim will be treated as if it were drawn to the method 
or process which encompasses all of the claimed “means.” 
See In re Maucorps, 609 F.2d at 485, 203 USPQ at 815- 
816; In re Johnson, 589 F.2d at 1077, 200 USPQ at 206; 
In re Freeman, 573 F.2d at 1247, 197 USPQ at 472. 
The statutory nature of the claim under § 101 will then 
depend on whether the corresponding method is statu- 
tory. 


See also Meyer, 688 F.2d at 795 n.3, 215 USPQ at 198 n.3; Abele, 
684 F.2d at 909, 214 USPQ at 688; Pardo, 684 F.2d at 916 n.6, 
214 USPQ at 677 n.6; Arshal v. United States, 621 F.2d 421, 
427-28, 208 USPQ 397, 404 (Ct. Cl. 1980), cert. denied, 449 
U.S. 1077 (1981), reh’g denied, 450 U.S. 1050 (1981). In 
Maucorps, the limitation of various “means” in claim | to 
include certain “electric circuits” did not prevent the claim from 
being treated as a method. A claim is not presumed to be statutory 
simply because it is in apparatus form. 


c. Form of the mathematical algorithm 


The first step of the analysis is to determine whether the claim 
directly or indirectly recites a mathematical algorithm. A mathe- 
matical algorithm can appear in many forms. As stated in Free- 
man, 573 F.2d at 1246, 197 USPQ at 471: 


The manner in which a claim recites a mathematical 
algorithm may vary considerably. In some claims, a 
formula or equation may be expressed in traditional 
mathematical symbols so as to be immediately recog- 
nizable as a mathematical algorithm. See, e.g., In re 
Richman, 563 F.2d 1026, 195 USPQ 340 ([{CCPA] 1977); 
In re Flook, 559 F.2d 21, 195 USPQ 9 ({CCPA] 1977), 
cert. granted sub nom., Parker v. Flook, [437 U.S. 584] 
(1978). Other claims may use prose to express a mathe- 
matical computation or to indirectly recite a mathemati- 
cal equation or formula by means of a prose equivalent 
therefor. See, e.g., In re de Castelet, supra (claims 6 and 
7); In re Waldbaum, 559 F.2d 611, 194 USPQ 465 
({CCPA] 1977). A claim which substitutes, for a mathe- 
matical formula in algebraic form, “words which mean 
the same thing,” nonetheless recites an algorithm in the 
Benson sense. In re Richman, supra 563 F.2d at 1030, 
195 USPQ at 344. Indeed, the claims at issue in Benson 
did not contain a formula or equation expressed in 
mathematical symbols. 

Claims which include mathematical formulas or calculations 
expressed in mathematical symbols clearly include a mathemati- 
cal algorithm. Mathematical algorithms in prose form may be 
expressed as literal translations of the mathematical algorithm 
(e.g., substituting the expression “division” or “taking the ratio” 
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for a division sign) or may be expressed in words which indicate 
the mathematical algorithm. See Safe Flight Instrument, 706 F. 
Supp. at 1148, 10 USPQ2d at 1734 (subtracting); Abele, 684 
F.2d at 908 n.8, 214 USPQ at 687 n.8 (“The algorithm, calcu- 
lating the difference, js defined in the specification as a Gaussian 
weighting function”); Jn re Taner, 681 F.2d 787, 790, 214 USPQ 
678, 681 (CCPA 1982) (summing); Jn re Johnson, 589 F.2d 
1070, 1079, 200 USPQ 199, 208 (CCPA 1978) (“‘computing’ 
connotes the execution of one or a sequence of mathematical 
operations”); In re Waldbaum, 559 F.2d 611, 194 USPQ 465 
(CCPA 1977) (method of claim | “to count” the number of busy 
lines “solves a mathematical problem, to wit, counting a number 
of busy lines in a telephone system,” Jn re Bradley, 600 F.2d 
807, 810 n.4, 202 USPQ 480, 484 n.4 (CCPA 1979), aff'd by 
an equally divided court sub nom., Diamond v. Bradley, 450 
U.S. 381, 209 USPQ 97 (1981)). 

It is not always possible to determine by inspection of the 
claim whether it indirectly recites a mathematical algorithm; in 
such instances the analysis “requires careful interpretation of 
each claim in the light of its supporting disclosure.” Johnson, 
589 F.2d at 1079, 200 USPQ at 208. See also id. at 1078-79, 
200 USPQ at 208 (“the flow diagrams which form part of the 
specification disclose explicit mathematical equations which are 
to be used in conjunction with each of these [claimed] steps 
[of ‘determining’ or ‘correlating’}”); Waldbaum, 559 F.2d 611, 
194 USPQ 465 (“series of steps for manipulating binary numbers 
within a procedure for calculating the number of binary 1’s and 
0’s present” was considered a mathematical algorithm, Gelno- 
vatch, 595 F.2d at 39, 201 USPQ at 143); In re Sherwood, 613 
F.2d 809, 818, 204 USPQ 537, 545 (CCPA 1980), cert. denied, 
450 U.S. 994 (1981) (“claims must be said to include the indirect 
recitation of a mathematical equation”); Meyer, 688 F.2d at 795, 
215 USPQ at 198 (claims indirectly “recite a mathematical 
algorithm, which represents a mental process that a neurologist 
should follow”). 


2. Step 2- is the mathematical algorithm "applied 
in any manner to physical elements or process 
Steps?” 


The second test is to determine whether the mathematical 
algorithm is “applied in any manner to physical elements or 
process steps.” The guideline for the analysis should be the 
CCPA’s suggestion in Abele to view the claim without the 
mathematical algorithm to determine whether what remains is 
“otherwise statutory”; if it is, it does not become nonstatutory 
simply because it uses a mathematical algorithm. It is recognized 
that “[t]he line between a patentable ‘process’ and an unpat- 
entable ‘principle’ is not always clear.” Flook, 437 U.S. at 589, 
198 USPQ at 197. There are no definitive “tests for determining 
whether a claim positively recites statutory subject matter.” 
Meyer, 688 F.2d at 796 n.4, 215 USPQ at 198 n.4. Nevertheless, 
some useful guidelines may be synthesized out of the court 
decisions. 


a. Post-solution activity 


If the only limitation aside from the mathematical algorithm 
is insignificant or non-essential “post-solution activity,” the 
claimed subject matter is nonstatutory. Flook, 437 U.S. at 590, 
198 USPQ at 197: 


The notion that post-solution activity . ..can transform 
an unpatentable principle into a patentable process ex- 
alts form over substance. A competent draftsman could 
attach some form of post-solution activity to almost any 
mathematical formula; the Pythagorean theorem would 
not have been patentable, or partially patentable, be- 
cause a patent application contained a final step indi- 
cating that the formula, when solved, could be usefully 
applied to existing surveying techniques. 


Insignificant post-solution activity by itself is insufficient to 
constitute a statutory process. In Flook, the final step of adjusting 
an alarm limit was not sufficient. See also Safe Flight (final step 
of “means for processing said windshear signal to provide an 
indication representing the magnitude thereof” not sufficient); 
Abele, 684 F.2d at 909, 214 USPQ at 688 (final step of display: 
“that the result is displayed as a shade of gray rather than as 
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simply a number provides no greater or better information, 
considering the broad range of applications encompassed by 
the claims”); Walter, 618 F.2d at 770, 205 USPQ at 409 (final 
step in dependent claim of magnetic recording: “If § 101 could 
be satisfied by the mere recordation of the results of a nonstatu- 
tory process on some record medium, even the most unskilled 
patent draftsman could provide for such a step”); Gelnovatch, 
595 F.2d at 41 n.7, 201 USPQ at 145 n.7 (final step of storing 
outputs: “each of the steps of the claimed process, except 
perhaps the final step of equating the process outputs to the 
values of the last set of process inputs, directly or indirectly 
recites a mathematical computation”); Sarkar, 588 F.2d at 1332 
n.6, 200 USPQ at 136 n.6 (final step of constructing an obstruc- 
tion at a location determined by a mathematical model: “Sarkar 
no longer relies upon bridge of dam construction as post-solution 
activity steps effective to bring his process within § 101”); de 
Castelet, 562 F.2d at 1244, 195 USPQ at 446 (final step of 
transmitting: “That the computer is instructed to transmit elec- 
trical signals, representing the result of its calculations . . . does 
not transform the claim into one for a process merely using an 
algorithm”). 

The absence of post-solution activity or the fact that any post- 
solution activity may be trivial is only one factor to be consid- 
ered. On one hand, as stated in Walter, 618 F.2d at 767-68, 205 
USPQ at 407: 


if the end-product of a claimed invention is a pure 
number, as in Benson and Flook, the invention is non- 
statutory regardless of any post-solution activity which 
makes it available for use by a person or machine for 
other purposes. 


On the other hand, as stated in Abele, 684 F.2d at 908 n.9, 
214 USPQ at 687 n.9: 


“the fact that [the] equation is the final step is not 
determinative of the section 101 issue.” Jn re Richman, 
563 F.2d at 1030, 195 USPQ at 343. Accord, In re Taner, 
681 F.2d 787 ({CCPA] 1982), overruling In re Chris- 
tensen, 478 F.2d 1392, 178 USPQ 35 ({CCPA] 1973). 


The particular order of the steps should not be determinative 
of the statutory subject matter inquiry. 


b. Field of use limitations 


A mathematical algorithm is not made statutory by “attempt- 
ing to limit the use of the formula to a particular technological 
environment.” Diehr, 450 U.S. at 191, 209 USPQ at 10. Thus, 
“field of use” or “end use” limitations in the clairn preamble 
are insufficient to constitute a statutory process. This is con- 
sistent with the usual treatment of preambles as merely setting 
forth the environment. See Flook (the preamble, while limiting 
the application of the claimed method to “a process comprising 
the catalytic chemical conversion of hydrocarbons” did not 
serve to render the method statutory); Walter, 618 F.2d at 769, 
205 USPQ at 409 (“Although the claim preambles relate the 
claimed invention to the art of seismic prospecting, the claims 
themselves are not drawn to methods of or apparatus for seismic 
prospecting”); de Castelet, 562 F.2d at 1244 n.6, 195 USPQ at 
446 n.6 (“The potential for misconstruction of preamble lan- 
guage requires that compelling reason exist before that language 
may be given weight”). Compare Waldbaum, 559 F.2d at 616 
n.6, 194 USPQ 469 n.6 (portion of preambles referred to in 
method portion of claims “are necessary for completeness of 
the claims and are proper limitations thereto”). 


c. Data-gathering steps 


If the only limitations in the claims in addition to the mathe- 
matical algorithm are data-gathering steps which “merely de- 
termine values for the variables used in the mathematical for- 
mulae used in making the calculations,” such antecedent steps 
are insufficient to change a nonstatutory method of calculation 
into a statutory process. See In re Richman, 563 F.2d at 1030, 
195 USPQ at 343; Sarkar, 588 F.2d at 1335, 200 USPQ at 139 
(“If the steps of gathering and substituting values were alone 
sufficient, every mathematical equation, formula, or algorithm 
having any practical use would be per se subject to patenting 
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as a ‘process’ under § 101"); Gelnovatch, 595 F.2d at 41 n.7, 
201 USPQ at 145 n.7 (“claimed step of perturbing the values 
of a set of process inputs (step 3), in addition to being a 
mathematical operation, appears to be a data-gathering step”). 
Where the claim “presents data gathering steps not dictated by 
the algorithm but by other limitations which require certain 
antecedent steps” the claim may present statutory subject matter. 
Abele, 684 F.2d at 908, 214 USPQ at 687. 


d. Transformation of something physical 


In determining whether the claim recites a statutory process 
or a nonstatutory mathematical algorithm, it is useful to analyze 
whether there is transformation of something physical into a 
different form. One distinction is made between transformation 
of physical “signals” from one physical state to a different 
physical state, a statutory process in the electrical arts, and mere 
mathematical manipulation of “data” which, by itself, is not a 
statutory process. Compare Taner (conversion of “substantially 
spherical seismic signals” into “a form representing the earth’s 
response to cylindrical or plane waves” was statutory process); 
Sherwood, 613 F.2d at 819, 204 USPQ at 546 (conversion of 
amplitude-versus-time seismic traces into amplitude-versus- 
depth seismic traces was statutory process because it “converts 
one physical thing into another physical thing just as any other 
electrical circuitry would do”); and Johnson (technique for 
removing unwanted noise from a seismic trace was statutory 
process); with Walter, 618 F.2d at 768, 770, 205 USPQ at 407, 
409 (if “the claimed invention produces a physical thing . . . 
the fact that it is represented in numerical form does not render 
the claim nonstatutory” but finding that the “signals” claimed 
“may represent either physical quantities or abstract quantities” 
and thus were to the algorithm itself and not a particular ap- 
plication); Richman (method of calculating airborne radar 
boresight correction angle from “a plurality of signal sets” not 
statutory); Gelnovatch, 595 F.2d at 42, 201 USPQ at 145 (where 
“the claims solely recite a method whereby a set of numbers 
is computed from a different set of numbers by merely perform- 
ing a series of mathematical computations, the claims do not 
set forth a statutory process”); and Benson (conversion of binary 
coded decimal numbers into pure binary numbers not statutory). 
It is manifest that the statutory nature of the subject matter does 
not depend on the labels “signals” or “data.” 


e. Structural limitations in process claims 


Another issue is the effect of structural limitations in method 
claims. While structural limitations in method claims are not 
improper, they are usually not entitled to patentable weight 
unless they somehow affect or form an essential part of the 
process. See Benson, 409 U.S. at 73, 175 USPQ at 677 (claim 
8 recited use of a “reentrant shift register”); Waldbaum, 559 F.2d 
at 616, 194 USPQ at 469 (machine limitations in data processor 
method claims); de Castelet, 562 F.2d at 1244, 195 USPQ at 
447 (“Claims to nonstatutory processes do not automatically and 
invariably become patentable upon incorporation of reference 
to apparatus”). The related problem of specific structural lan- 
guage in apparatus claims has been treated, supra, in section 
IL.C.1.b. 


D. Examples 


1. Diamond v. Diehr 


The following claim was held to recite statutory subject 
matter. 


1. A method of operating a rubber-molding press for 
precision molded compounds with the aid of a digital 
computer, comprising: providing said computer with a data 
base for said press including at least, natural logarithm 
conversion data (In), the activation energy constant (C) 
unique to each batch of said compound being molded, and 
a constant (x) dependent upon the geometry of the par- 
ticular mold of the press, initiating an interval timer in said 
computer upon the closure of the press for monitoring the 
elapsed time of said closure, constantly determining the 
termperature (Z) of the mold at a location closely adjacent 
to the mold cavity in the press during molding, constantly 
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providing the computer with the temperature (Z), repeti- 
tively calculating in the computer, at frequent intervals 
during each cure, the Arrhenius equation for reaction time 
during the cure, which is In v = CZ + x where v is the total 
required cure time, repetitively comparing in the computer 
at said frequent intervals during the cure each said calcu- 
lation of the total required cure time calculated with the 
Arrhenius equation and said elapsed time, and opening the 
press automatically when a said comparison indicates 
equivalence. 


Step 1 The claim contains an equation for controlling the 
in-mold time: In v = CZ + x. 

Step 2 The claimed subject matter is statutory because it 
recites an “otherwise statutory” process in addition to the 
mathematical algorithm. As stated in Abele, 684 F.2d at 907, 
214 USPQ at 686: 


In Diehr, were the claims to be read without the 
algorithm, the process would still be a process for curing 
rubber, although it might not work as well since 
the in-mold time would not be as accurately con- 
trolled. 


The steps in the process, 450 U.S. at 187, 209 USPQ at 8: 


include installing rubber in a press, closing the mold, 
constantly determining the temperature of the mold, 
constantly recalculating the appropriate cure time through 
the use of the formula and a digital computer, and 
automatically opening the press at the proper 
time. 


The statutory nature of the claim is not based on the post-solution 
activity of opening the press, but on the application of the 
mathematical algorithm to the whole process. 


2. Parker v. Flook 


The following claim in Flook was held to recite nonstatutory 
subject matter. 


1. A method for updating the value of at least one alarm 
limit on at least one process variable involved in a 
process comprising the catalytic chemical conversion 
of hydrocarbons wherein said alarm limit has a current 
value of 


Bo + K 


wherein Bo is the current alarm base and K is a pre- 
determined alarm offset which comprises: 
(1) determining the present value of said process 
variable, said present value being defined as PVL; 
(2) determining a new alarm base D1 using the 
following equation: 


Bl = Bo(1.0 - F) + PVL(F) 


where F is a predetermined number greater than zero 
and less than 1.0; 

(3) determining an updated alarm limit which is 
defined as B1 + K; and thereafter 

(4) adjusting said alarm limit to said updated alarm 
limit value. 


Step 1 The claim contains a mathematical algorithm com- 
prising determining a new alarm base in step (2) and computing 
an “alarm limit” in step (3). 

Step 2 When viewed without the steps of the mathematical 
algorithm, steps (2) and (3), the only limitations remaining are 
the preamble limitation restricting the field of use to “a process 
comprising the catalytic chemical conversion of hydrocarbons”; 
the data-gathering step of step (1); and the post-solution 
step of step (4). None of these limitations comprises an “ 
otherwise statutory” process. The claim seeks to protect a 
method for computing an “alarm limit” rather than the 
application of the computation within an otherwise statutory 
process. 
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3. In re Abele 


In Abele, claim 5 was held to recite nonstatutory subject matter 
under § 101 whereas dependent claim 6 was statutory. 

5. A method of displaying data in a field comprising 
the steps of calculating the difference between the local 
value of the data at a data point in the field and the average 
value of the data in a region of the field which surrounds 
said point for each point in said field, and displaying 
the value of said difference as a signed gray scale at a 
point in a picture which corresponds to said data point. 

6. The method of claim 5 wherein said data is X-ray 
attenuation data produced in a two dimensional field by 
a computed tomography scanner. 


Step 1 Claim 5 contains a mathematical algorithm, “calcu- 
lating the difference,” which is defined in the specification as 
a Gaussian weighting function. 

Step 2 When claim 5 is viewed without the mathematical 
algorithm, the only remaining limitation is the post-solution 
activity of displaying the result. The display by itself did not 
constitute an “otherwise statutory” process. The court held that 
“the algorithm is neither explicitly nor implicitly applied to any 
certain process.” 684 F.2d at 909, 214 USPQ at 688. However, 
when dependent claim 6 is added to the limitations of claim 5, 
684 F.2d at 908, 214 USPQ at 687-88: 


Were we to view the claim absent the algorithm, the 
production, detection and display steps would still be 
present and would result in a conventional CAT-scan 
process. . . . [W]e view the production, detection, and 
display steps as manifestly statutory subject matter and 
are not swayed from this conclusion by the presence of 
an algorithm in the claimed method. 


Ill. Computer Programs 
A. “Computer programs” versus “computer processes” 


A “process” or “algorithm” is a step-by-step procedure to 
atrive at a given result. In the patent area, a “computer process” 
or “computer algorithm” is a process, i.e., a series of steps, which 
is performed by a computer. A “[computer] program is a se- 
quence of coded instructions for a digital computer.” Benson, 
409 U.S. at 65, 175 USPQ at 674. Computer programs are 
equivalently known as “software.” 

Unfortunately for discussion in this area, “[bJoth the series 
of steps performed by a computer, and the software directing 
those steps, have acquired the name ‘computer programs.’” 
Gelnovatch, 595 F.2d at 45 n.5, 201 USPQ at 148 n.5 (Markey, 
C.J., dissenting). What is sought to be protected by patent is 
the underlying process. As stated in Gelnovatch, 595 F.2d at 
44, 201 USPQ at 147: 


Confusion may be avoided if it be realized that what 
is at issue is not the “program,” i.e., the software, but 
the process steps which the software directs the com- 
puter to perform. 


See, e.g., Maucorps, 609 F.2d at 483, 203 USPQ at 814 (“The 
[claimed] invention is implemented via a computer program 
written in FORTRAN IV, either built into the calculating ma- 
chine, or loaded into a general purpose computer”). 


B. Statutory nature of computer processes 
1. The Supreme Court has not ruled on the patentability 
of computer programs. 


The Supreme Court has not ruled on whether computer proc- 
esses are per se statutory or nonstatutory. The decisions in 
Benson, Flook and Diehr all dealt with claims viewed as mathe- 
matical algorithms. In Benson and Diehr, the claims contained 
mathematical algorithms implemented by a computer. In Ben- 
son, the Court held that the claims preempted the use of the 
mathematical algorithm, but did not hold that “any program 
servicing a computer” would be nonstatutory. In Diehr, the 
Court held that the claims otherwise defined a statutory process 
for curing rubber, and that the inclusion of a mathematical 
algorithm or computer program did not make claim nonstatu- 
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tory. The claim in Flook did not involve a computer pro- 
cess. 

In Dann v. Johnston, 425 U.S. 219, 189 USPQ 257 (1976), 
rev’g on other grounds, In re Johnston, 502 F.2d 765, 183 USPQ 
172 (CCPA 1974), which involved a “machine system for 
automatic record-keeping of bank checks and deposits,” the 
Court declined to discuss the § 101 issue of the general pat- 
entability of computer programs, 425 U.S. at 220, 189 USPQ 
at 258: 


We find no need to treat that question in this case, 
however, because we conclude that in any event respon- 
dent’s system is unpatentable on grounds of obvious- 
ness. 35 U.S.C. § 103. 


In Diamond v. Bradley, an equally divided Supreme Court 
affirmed the CCPA’s decision in Bradley. The claims were 
directed to computer “firmware,” which refers to microin- 
structions permanently embodied in hardware elements, and noi 
to a computer application or process. The CCPA found that the 
claims literally recited a machine and that, in applying the two- 
part test of Freeman, the claims did not recite a mathematical 
algorithm. 


2. The CCPA has held that computer processes are 
statutory unless they fall within a judicially deter 
mined exemption 


In Pardo, the most recent CCPA case on computer pro- 
cesses, the CCPA stated that, 684 F.2d at 916, 214 USPQ at 
677: 


any process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter constitutes statutory subject matter unless it 
falls within a judicially determined exception to section 
101. 


The major (and perhaps only) exception in the area of com- 
puter processes is the mathematical algorithm. Although not 
binding precedent on the Federal Circuit, the district court in 
Paine, Webber, Jackson & Curtis, Inc. v. Merrill Lynch, Pierce, 
Fenner & Smith, 564 F. Supp. 1358, 1367, 218 USPQ 212, 218 
(D. Del. 1983) stated: 


The CCPA [has] . . . held that a computer algorithm, 
as opposed to a mathematical algorithm, is patentable 
subject matter. 


If a computer process claim does not contain a mathematical 
algorithm in the Benson sense, the second step of the Freeman- 
Walter-Abele test is not reached, and the claimed subject matter 
will usually be statutory. 

The traditional approach by the CCPA to the PTO’s rejection 
of computer processes as nonstatutory subject matter has been 
to apply the two-part test for mathematical algorithms and to 
find statutory subject matter if the claims do not recite a 
mathematical algorithm. See Pardo, 684 F.2d at 916, 214 USPQ 
at 676 (process for converting source program into object program: 
“we are unable to find any mathematical formula, calculation, 
or algorithm either directly or indirectly recited in the claimed 
steps of examining, compiling, storing, and executing”); In re 
Toma, 575 F.2d 872, 877, 197 USPQ 852, 856 (CCPA 1978) 
(process for translating a source natural language, e.g., Russian, 
to a target natural language, e.g., English: “[we] are unable to 
find any direct or indirect recitation of a procedure for solving 
a mathematical problem”); In re Phillips, 608 F.2d 879, 883, 
203 USPQ 971, 975 (CCPA 1979) (process for preparing ar- 
chitectural specifications: “Our analysis of the claims on appeal 
reveals no recitation, directly or indirectly, of an algorithm in 
the Benson and Flook sense”); Freeman, 573 F.2d at 1246, 197 
USPQ at 471 (“The method claims here at issue do not recite 
process steps which are themselves mathematical calculations, 
formulae, or equations”); Deutsch, 553 F.2d 689, 692, 193 
USPQ 645, 648 (CCPA 1977) (method of operating a system 
of manufacturing plants: “Nothing in the methods claimed by 
Deutsch preempts a mathematical formula, an algorithm, or any 
specific computer program”); Chatfield, 545 F.2d at 158, 191 
USPQ at 736 (method of reassigning priorities within a com- 
puter: “[the] independent claims contain neither a mathematical 
formula nor a mathematical algorithm”). 
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If the computer process is found to contain a mathematical 
algorithm, it must then pass the second part of the Freeman- 
Walter-Abele test for statutory subject matter. See, e.g., Sher- 
wood; Maucorps; Gelnovatch. 

Arguably, other exceptions such as “methods ofdoing busi- 
ness” and “mental steps” may be raised if a claim is not a true 
computer process, but merely recites that an otherwise nonstatu- 
tory process is performed on a computer. de Castelet, 562 F.2d 
at 1244, 195 USPQ at 447 (“Claims to nonstatutory processes 
do not automatically and invariable become patentable upon 
incorporation of reference to apparatus”). These would appear 
to be exceptions with very narrow application to claims which 
are not limited to implementation by a machine. For example, 
while a “method of doing business” per se is not statutory subject 
matter, “a method of operation on a computer to effectuate a 
business activity” has been held to be statutory subject matter. 
Paine, Webber v. Merrill Lynch, 564 F. Supp. at 1369, 218 USPQ 
at 220. See also Deutsch, 553 F.2d at 692 n.5, 193 USPQ at 
648 n.5 (claims were not a method of doing business because 
“[{t}hey do not merely facilitate business dealings”); Johnston, 
rev'd on other grounds, Dann v. Johnston (apparatus claims 
directed to system for automatic record-keeping of bank checks 
and deposits did not cover a method of doing business). Simi- 
larly, machine or computer implementation of “mental steps” 
is statutory subject matter. Prater; In re Bernhart, 417 F.2d 1395, 
163 USPQ 611 (CCPA 1969); In re Musgrave, 431 F.2d 882, 
167 USPQ 280 (CCPA 1970). See also Toma (computer imple- 
mented method for translation of natural languages is statu- 
tory). 
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(65) Petitioning to Make Applications Relating 


to Biotechnology Special 


This notice is intended to highlight the procedures which are 
available to applicants and, in particular, to applicants seeking 
patents on inventions relating to biotechnology, so as to have 
their applications accorded “special” status. A new interim 
procedure is also hereby established. Applications which have 
been made special will be advanced out of turn for examination 
and, subject alone to diligent prosecution by the applicant, will 
continue to be treated as special throughout the entire course of 
prosecution in the Patent and Trademark Office. 

The Office accords special status to patent applications by 
granting petitions to make special on a number of grounds. These 
grounds include, for example, prospective manufacture of the 
invention, actual infringement of the invention, that the inven- 
tion will materially enhance the quality of the environment and 
for inventions relating to safety of research in the field of 
recombinant DNA. See 37 CFR 1.102 and Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure (MPEP) section 708.02 for details. Appli- 
cants seeking patents on inventions relating to biotechnology 
may petition based on any of the above grounds if they meet the 
appropriate criteria. 

A new application (one which has not received any examina- 
tion by the examiner) may be granted special status under the 
accelerated examination program. As set forth in MPEP 708.02, 
applicants are not subject to any of the above-mentioned criteria 
under this program but merely must 1) submit a written petition 
and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(i) which presently is $72.00; 
2) present all claims directed to a single invention; 3) submit a 
statement that a pre-examination search was made, specifying 
by whom the search was made and listing the field of search; 4) 
submit one copy of each of the references deemed most closely 
related to the subject matter encompassed by the claims; and 5) 
submit a detailed discussion of the references pointing out how 
the claimed subject matter is distinguishable over the references. 
In those instances where the petition for this special status does 
not meet all the prerequisites set forth above, applicant will be 
notified of the defects and will be given an opportunity to perfect 
the petition. 

In addition to the above-noted procedures to have biotechnol- 
ogy applications accorded special status, a new interim proce- 
dure is hereby established whereby applicants who are small 
entities may request that their biotechnology applications be 
granted special status. To take advantage of this interim special 
status for biotechnology inventions, an applicant must file a 
petition with the petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(i) requesting the 
special status and must (1) state that small entity status has been 
established or include a verified statement establishing small 
entity status; (2) state that the subject of the patent application is 
a major asset of the small entity; and (3) state that the develop- 
ment of the technology will be significantly impaired if exami- 
nation of the patent application is delayed including an explana- 
tion of the basis for making the statement. This newly established 
interim procedure will remain in effect until further notice in the 
Official Gazette. It is intended that a notice discontinuing this 
procedure will be published as the average pendency approaches 
the 18 month goal in this area. If the number of requests for 
making applications special under this procedure is too great, the 
procedure may have to be limited or discontinued. 

The Office is continuing to work to reduce the pendency time 
for all applications. Special efforts are being made to reduce the 
pendency of biotechnology applications where filings are in- 
creasing rapidly and an already large backlog exists. Meanwhile, 
applicants who so desire can petition to have their applications 
made special as noted above. Questions concerning petitions to 
make special should be directed as follows: 

1) to the Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents for 
petitions based on the grounds of prospective manufacture 
or infringement; 

2) to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences for peti- 
tions on applications within the jurisdiction of the Board; or 
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3) to the appropriate Examining Group for petitions to make 
special on all other grounds. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks 


June 22, 1988 


[1092 OG 55] 


Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 5 
Patent Law Foreign Filing Amendments 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Notice of Final Rulemaking 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent cases to implement the Patent 
Law Foreign Filing Amendments Act of 1988, Subtitle B of 
Public Law 100-418. The rules reflect changes made to 35 U.S.C. 
184 which specify that a license is not required to, file amend- 
ments, modifications, and supplements containing additional 
subject matter to a previously licensed foreign patent application 
if such amendments, modifications, and supplements do not 
change the general nature of the invention disclosed in the 
application in a manner which would require a corresponding 
United States patent application to be made available for national 
security inspection under 35 U.S.C. 181. These regulatory changes 
are applicable to most existing foreign filing license holders if 
their patent application did not undergo security inspection 
under 35 U.S.C 181. Also, under the rules, a retroactive foreign 
filing license may be granted in situations where a proscribed 
foreign filing occurred through error and without deceptive 
intent as opposed to the earlier standard of inadvertence. 
Effective Date: Feb. 19, 1991. 

Supplementary Information: A notice of proposed rulemaking 
was published in the Federal Register at 55 Fed. Reg. 24270- 
24275 (June 15, 1990) and at 1116 Official Gazette 21-25 (July 
10, 1990). No oral hearing was held. Three written comments on 
the proposed rulemaking were received. The comments received 
and replies thereto are listed below. 

The rules are intended to implement the Patent Law Foreign 
Filing Amendments Act of 1988, Subtitle B of Public Law 100- 
418 (hereinafter the Act), which amended §§ 184, 185 and 186 
of Title 35, United States Code, in order to simplify the proce- 
dures for United States inventors filing and prosecuting patent 
applications in foreign countries. The Office has not made any 
rule changes to implement the amendments to 35 U.S.C. 185 or 
186 since these changes affect matters outside its jurisdiction. 

Section 184 of Title 35 is intended to protect United States 
national security interests by preventing the disclosure of poten- 
tially sensitive inventions made in the United States to foreign 
nationals by the act of filing a patent application in foreign 
countries. An inventor may not apply for a foreign patent on an 
invention made in the United States until at least six (6) months 
after the inventor has filed a United States patent application 
unless the inventor receives a license from the Office permitting 
an earlier foreign filing. This six month period assures the Office 
the opportunity to screen applications for information the disclo- 
sure of which might be detrimental to the national security. Also, 
§ 184, as originally enacted, authorized the Office to grant a 
retroactive license for an unlicensed foreign filing of a patent 
application if the foreign filing was inadvertent and if the disclo- 
sure of the subject matter in the application would not be 
detrimental to United States security interests. 

The original regulatory implementation of 35 U.S.C. 184 
required applicants to obtain a license not only for the original 
foreign patent application but also for the filing of almost any 
information in support of the application, thereby creating ad- 
ministrative problems for United States inventors seeking for- 
eign patent protection. For example, foreign patent offices often 
demand that additional technical data, such as the melting point 
of a chemical, be added to a patent application. An additional 
foreign filing license was usually required before the inventor 
could submit modifications, amendments, or supplements to a 
previously licensed foreign patent application, regardless of 
how trivial the change might be. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 147 
(66) 


Recognizing the problems involved in obtaining these addi- 
tional licenses, the Office promulgated rules in 1984 (see 
§5.15(a) and 49 Fed. Reg. 13456 (April 4, 1984)) to streamline 
the licensing procedure. The 1984 rule change provided that an 
inventor could obtain in applications, the disclosure of the 
content of which is not potentially detrimental to United States 
security interests, a license which permitted the foreign filing of 
modifications, amendments, and supplements without further 
licensing if such changes were within the scope or character of 
the originally licensed invention (§ 5.15(a)). The 1984 rule 
change, however, could not be made retroactive, and therefore 
had no effect on licenses granted under the old system. If an 
applicant wished to broaden a pre-April 4, 1984, foreign filing 
license to the scope allowed by § 5.15(a), this involved filing a 
separate petition under § 5.15(c) in each application. 

The present Act clarifies the statutory basis for the current 
Patent and Trademark Office rules by providing that inventors, 
in most circumstances, are not required to obtain an additional 
license to file modifications, amendments, and supplements to 
their foreign applications for which a foreign filing license has 
been obtained under § 5.15(a). Unlike the previous Office rules, 
these rules broaden the scope of most existing licenses, provided 
that the conditions contained in the Act are met. 

The Act and these rules also address difficulties associated 
with attempts to procure a retroactive foreign filing license. 
Some applicants faced loss of their patent rights due to improper 
foreign filings even though they believed, in good faith, that a 
license was not necessary for certain minor changes to their 
foreign application. Court decisions have held that supplemental 
information filed abroad was exempt from the license require- 
ment only when it was recited verbatim in the United States 
patent application, or was so commonly known that it could have 
been said to have been expressly disclosed in the United States 
application. In re Gaertner, 604 F.2d 1348, 202 USPQ 714 
(CCPA 1979). If a patent applicant did not obtain a foreign filing 
license from the Office, any corresponding United States patent 
was at risk of being held invalid under 35 U.S.C. 185 if technical 
information was added to the foreign application, even if the 
technical information was completely unrelated to United States 
security interests. 

Loss of United States patent rights subsequent to an “inadver- 
tent” unlicensed foreign filing could be avoided if a retroactive 
license was obtained under 35 U.S.C. 184. Twin Disc, Inc. v. 
United States, 10 Cl. Ct. 713, 231 USPQ 417 (Ct. Cl. 1986) and 
Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Co. v. Norton Co., 366 
F.2d 238, 151 USPQ | (6th Cir. 1966), cert. denied, 385 U.S. 
1005 (1967). While the Gaertner decision defined a broad range 
of circumstances under which a foreign filing license would be 
required, other court decisions made correction of licensing 
errors difficult by setting forth various strict interpretations of the 
standard of “inadvertence.” Compare Iron Ore Co. of Canada v. 
Dow Chemical Co., 177 USPQ 34 (D. Utah 1972), aff'd, 500 F.2d 
189, 182 USPQ 520 (10th Cir. 1974) and Reese v. Dann, 391 F. 
Supp. 12, 185 USPQ 492 (D.D.C. 1975). An inventor could fail 
to meet the standard of “inadvertence” even if the information 
disclosed was not significant in nature and did not contain any 
sensitive national security information. For example, one deci- 
sion suggested that the filing of information abroad was inten- 
tional because the inventor first considered the applicability of § 
184. Shelco, Inc. v. Dow Chemical Co., 322 F. Supp. 485, 168 
USPQ 395 (N.D. Ill. 1970), aff'd, 466 F.2d 613, 173 USPQ 451 
(7th Cir. 1972), cert. denied, 409 U.S. 876 (1972). Under the 
Shelco standard, if supplemental information had been filed 
abroad as a considered, willful act, even though done through 
error in the belief that the information disclosed abroad did not 
exceed the scope of the disclosure in the United States patent 
application, the filing would not be “inadvertent”; and, therefore, 
the subject information could not qualify for a retroactive li- 
cense. 

The Act addresses these problems, and the rules implement 
the intention of the Act. The Act changes the language of the 
statute to provide that an inventor may receive a retroactive 
license if the inventor can show that the premature filing of a 
foreign patent application, or the submission of supplemental 
information in support of a foreign patent application, was made 
“through error and without deceptive intent.” This criterion is 
equivalent to that for reissue of a patent under 35 U.S.C. 251 to 
correct errors made without any deceptive intention. The reissue 
error requirement has been considered by the courts. See, e.g., Jn 
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re Weiler, 790 F.2d 1576, 229 USPQ 673 (Fed. Cir. 1986) and Jn 
re Wadlinger 496 F.2d 1200, 181 USPQ 826 (CCPA 1974). The 
applicant for a retroactive license also must show that the foreign 
filing did not disclose any information detrimental to the national 
security and that diligence was exercised in seeking a retroactive 
license once the applicant became aware of the proscribed 
foreign filing. 

The Act became effective on August 23, 1988, but it does not 
affect any final decision made by the Office or a court, nor the 
rights or liabilities of any party under a patent in a case pending 
before a court on the above date or under any subsequent patent 
deriving priority rights from such patent under 35 U.S.C. 120 or 
121. Therefore, the retroactive effect of the Act and the rules is 
limited. 


Comments on the Proposed Rules 


Comment 

One comment stated that the discussion in the proposed 
rulemaking of the modification of the standard for obtaining a 
retroactive license from inadvertence to “through error and 
without deceptive intent” should have included a reference to Jn 
re Wadlinger, 492 F.2d 1200, 181 USPQ 826 (CCPA 1974) 
rather than to In re Weiler, 790 F.2d 1576, 229 U8PQ 673 (Fed. 
Cir. 1986) The comment stated that Wadlinger was a more 
appropriate and illustrative case because it discusses more fully 
the meaning of the term “error” as encompassing “inadvertence, 
accident or mistake” and as having a very broad meaning. The 
comment also noted that Wadlinger was referenced in comments 
made in the hearing on the proposed legislation as indicative 
of the reissue standard being applied to retroactive license 
requests 

Reply 

A citation to Jn re Wadlinger has been added to the citation of 
In re Weiler in the discussion of the final rules. It was not the 
intent of the Office by citing the Weiler case to suggest that 
decisions on petitions for the grant of retroactive licenses would 
be limited by that case. Decisions are based on the particular facts 
in each case and the entire body of law with respect to the 
standard of “through error and without deceptive intent.” 

Comment 

A comment stated that the Office should provide additional 
examples in the explanatory text in the final rule as to changes 
that may be made to foreign applications that have been licensed 
under 37 CFR 5.15(a) without obtaining any additional license. 
The comment pointed out that examples were given in the 1984 
rulemaking. 

Reply 

The list of examples presented at the time that 37 CFR 5.15(a) 
was adopted in 1984 was not intended to be all-inclusive. The 
Office is not aware of any judicial decisions setting limits to 
changes that may be made under a § 5.15(a) license. Depending 
on the nature and the criticality, changes in temperature, por- 
tions, size, etc., outside of a previously disclosed value or range 
that do not change the general nature of the invention from what 
was previously disclosed are within the scope of a § 5.15(a) 
license. However, if the newly disclosed value or range does 
change the general nature of the invention from that of the 
originally disclosed value or range, then a separate license is 
required. Likewise, new species or subcombinations of a previ- 
ously disclosed genus or combination would appear to require 
an additional license to include such a change in a foreign 
application. 

Comment 

One comment stated that the Office should provide clarifica- 
tion of the attorney’s ability to make decisions as to whether or 
not the added subject matter, in his opinion, changes the general 
nature of the invention. 

Reply 

Not only does the attorney have the ability to make the 
decision as to whether or not the additional subject matter 
changes the general nature of the invention, the attorney has the 
responsibility to do so. The Office will not give advisory opin- 
ions on whether an additional license is necessary, and will treat 
any provisional requests for a prospective or retroactive license 
as a request for a license. The procedure of the Office resolving 
any questions as to the security inspection status of any changes 
to previously licensed material is intended to apply only to those 
changes that have been submitted to the Office, i.e., the Office 
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will reply to any inquiry as to whether previously submitted 
subject matter underwent, or should have undergone, security 
review. 

Comment 

One comment questioned what would happen if an attorney 
on considered judgment, honestly believed that a supplement 
did not change the general nature of a licensed invention, but that 
judgment later proved to be erroneous. 

Reply 

The Act and the rules now provide for a retroactive license to 
be granted in situations where it can be shown that a filing was 
made without a license through error and without decep- 
tive intent. Thus, a retroactive license could be sought under § 
5.25. 


Discussion Of Specific Rule Changes 


Section 5.11(a), as amended, specifies when a license is 
required before filing any foreign application for patent, includ- 
ing any modifications, amendments and supplements or divi- 
sions thereof. Section 5.11(a) adopts the statutory definition of 
“application” in 35 U.S.C. 184. Also, the rule, as amended, 
clarifies that the provisions of this section apply only to inven- 
tions made in the United States as stated in 35 U.S.C. 184. 
However, where an improvement or modification to a foreign- 
origin invention is made in the United States, a license would be 
required for the additional subject matter. The language pro- 
posed for § 5.11(e)(3) has been redrafted for clarity but still 
provides that an inventor need not obtain a supplemental license 
to file modifications, amendments and supplements containing 
subject matter not disclosed in, or divisions of, a foreign applica- 
tion for which an initial foreign filing license was not required, 
as long as the corresponding United States application was not 
required to be made available for inspection under 35 U.S.C. 181 
and § 5.1 and the changes did not alter the general nature of the 
invention in a manner which would require the United States 
application to have been made available for inspection under 35 
U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1. The need for a supplemental li- 
cense depends on whether the changes altered the general 
nature of the invention, rather than the label applied to the 
changes, i.e., “Continuation”, “Continuation In-Part”, “Divi- 
sion”, etc. 

Authorized parties may determine whether a particular appli- 
cation was forwarded to the defense agencies for inspection 
under 35 U.S C. 181 either by reviewing the filing receipt to 
determine if a license is or was granted, in which case security 
inspection did not occur, or by reviewing the file wrapper to 
determine if an access acknowledgment under 35 U.S.C. 181 is 
present, in which case security inspection did occur. If verifica- 
tion of the security inspection status of an application is needed, 
the authorized parties may submit a written request therefor to 
the Office, directed to the attention of Licensing and Review. A 
written response from the Office will be issued. In the event 
Office records are not available, a de novo determination by the 
Office will be made of the need for defense agency inspection 
under the present national security standards. If security inspec- 
tion was not required under 35 U.S.C. 181, then the provisions of 
the Act will convert a previously granted or implied license into 
one having the scope of proposed § 5.15(a). 

Section 5.15(a), as amended, adopts the specific provisions of 
the Act and clarifies the existing rules by expressly stating that 
the license provisions of the paragraph are applicable to United 
States applications which were not required to be made available 
for inspection under 35 U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1. The inspection 
provisions of 35 U.S.C. 181 delegate to the Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks the authority to decide which applica- 
tions will be forwarded to United States defense agencies for 
national security inspection when the Government has no prop- 
erty interest in the invention. The fact that an application was 
forwarded to the defense agencies does not necessarily mean that 
the application was properly within the inspection scope of 35 
U.S.C. 181. Thus, if an application was not required to be 
inspected but was inspected by mistake, it is eligible for such a 
license. The changes to the regulation expressly apply to modi- 
fications, amendments, and supplements to a previously li- 
censed foreign application, and divisions thereof, provided the 
changes do not alter the general nature of the invention in a 
manner which would require a corresponding United States 
application to have been made available for inspection under 35 
U.S.C. 181. 
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The language of § 5 15(a)(1) also has been clarified. If the 
filing of the foreign application was pursuant to a license granted 
under § 5.15 and issued prior to publication of the notice in the 
Federal Register at 49 Fed. Reg. 13456 (April 4, 1984) for subject 
matter which was not appropriate for inspection under 35 U.8.C. 
181, the license is now expanded to cover amendments, modifi- 
cations, and supplements thereto, or divisions thereof, which do 
not change the general nature of the invention in a manner which 
would require such application to be made available for security 
inspection under 35 U.S.C. 181. Also, paragraphs (a)(3) and 
(a)(4) of § 5.15 have been merged in order to more clearly define 
the type of subsequent changes to a previously licensed foreign 
patent application which may be filed without any additional 
license. In particular, it is made clear that these changes must not 
be such as to require the application to be made available for 
security inspection. Any questions about the security inspection 
status of any application or amendments, modifications, and 
supplements thereto, or divisions thereof, will be handled in the 
manner as described above. 

Section 5.15(b), as amended, clarifies the existing rule by 
expressly stating that the license provisions of § 5.12(b) are 
applicable to United States applications which were required to 
be made available for inspection under 35 U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1. 
The amendments also clarify the language of the paragraph and 
indicate that the more restrictive license under this paragraph 
includes authority to take actions in the foreign or international 
application, provided subject matter additional to that covered 
by the license is not involved Section 5.15(c), as amended, 
clarifies the existing rule by expressly stating that the granting of 
a § 5.15(a) scope to a license under § 5.15(b) and conversion 
provisions of this paragraph are only applicable to material 
submitted under § 5.13 or United States applications, which are 
not, or were not, required to be made available for inspection 
under 35 U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1. 

Sections 5.15(e) and (f), as amended, substitute a reference to 
§ 5.15(a)(3) rather than to § 5.15(a)(4) which has been elimi- 
nated as a separate paragraph. Paragraph (e) also has been 
amended to state that changes to the general nature of the 
invention, which would require the application to have been 
made available for inspection under 35 U.S.C. I8I and § 5.1, 
require a separate license. 

Section 5.25(a), as amended, provides that the inventor may 
receive a retroactive license if the inventor can show that the 
premature filing of papers in a foreign patent office was made 
through error and without deceptive intent. This criterion is the 
same as that for “error without any deceptive intention” for 
reissue of a patent and replaces the previous standard of inadver- 
tence. This section also has been amended to clarify that each 
country in which a proscribed filing occurred must be listed in a 
petition for retroactive license. Also, the rule has been amended 
to define a verified statement as being in the form of either an 
oath or a declaration. Finally, the rule has been clarified by 
defining the period over which error without deceptive intent 
must be shown as being the time leading up to and including the 
proscribed foreign filing. 


Other Considerations 


The rule change is in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seq., Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Acting Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small 
Business Administration, that the rule change will not have a 
significant adverse economic impact on a substantial number of 
small entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)) 
because the rules simplify the procedures for all United States 
inventors who file and prosecute applications in foreign coun- 
tries. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that this rule 
change is not a major rule under Executive Order 12291. The 
annual effect on the economy will be less than $100 million. 
There will be no major increase in costs or prices for consumers, 
individuals, industries, Federal, state or local government agen- 
cies, or geographic regions. There will be no significant adverse 
effects on competition, employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or on the ability of the United States-based enter- 
prises to compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or 
export markets. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 149 
(66) 


The Patent and Trademark Office has also determined that this 
notice has no Federalism implications affecting the relationship 
between the National Government and the States as outlined in 
Executive Order 12612. 

These rules contain a collection of information requirement 
subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act which has previously 
been approved by the Office of Management and Budget under 
Control No. 0651-0011 with an expiration date of March 31, 
1993. The average time for each petition for license under 
§ 51.12(b) or § 5.25 is estimated to be approximately thirty (30) 
minutes, including time for reviewing instructions, gathering 
and maintaining data needed, and completing and reviewing the 
petition submission. Send comments regarding this burden esti- 
mate to the Patent and Trademark Office, Office of Management 
and Organization, Washington, D.C. 20231, and the Office of 
Management and Budget, Washington, D.C. 20503 (Attention: 
Paperwork Reduction Project 0651-0011). 


List Of Subjects 


37 CFR Part 5 


Classified information, Exports, Foreign relations, Inven- 
tions and patents. 


For the reasons set forth in the preamble, 37 CFR Part 5 is 
amended as set forth below. 


PART 5 - SECRECY OF CERTAIN INVENTIONS 
AND LICENSES TO EXPORT AND FILE 
APPLICATIONS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES 


1. The authority citation for Part 5 is revised to read as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, 41, 181-188, as amended by the Patent 
Law Foreign Filing Amendments Act of 1988, Pub. L. 100-418 
102 Stat. 1567; the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 22 
U.S.C. 2751 et seq., the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
42 U.S.C. 2011 et seq., and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act 
of 1978, 22 U.S.C. 3201 et seg., and the delegations in the 
regulations under these acts to the Commissioner (15 CFR 
370.10(j), 22 CFR 125.04, and 10 CFR 810.7). 


2. Section 5.11, paragraphs (a) and (e), are revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 5.11 License for filing in a foreign country an application 
on an invention made in the United States or for transmitting 
an international application. 


(a) A license from the Commissioner of Patents and Trade- 
marks under 35 U.S.C. 184 is required before filing any applica- 
tion for patent including any modifications, amendments, or 
supplements thereto or divisions thereof or for the registration of 
a utility model, industrial design, or model, in a foreign patent 
office or any foreign patent agency or any international agency 
other than the United States Receiving Office, if the invention 
was made in the United States and: 

(1) An application on the invention has been on file in the 
United States less than six months prior to the date on which the 
application is to be filed, or 

(2) No application on the invention has been filed in the United 
States. 


**x &£* *€ 


(e) No license pursuant to paragraph (a) of this section is 
required: 
(1) If the invention was not made in the United States, or 
(2) If the corresponding United States application is not 
subject to a secrecy order under § 5.2, and was filed at least six 
months prior to the date on which the application is filed in a 
foreign country, or 
(3) For subsequent modifications, amendments and supple- 
ments containing additional subject matter to, or divisions of, a 
foreign patent application if: 
(i) a license is not, or was not, required under paragraph 
(e)(2) of this section for the foreign patent application; 
(ii) the corresponding United States application was not 
required to be made available for inspection under 35 U.S.C. 181 
and § 5.1; and 
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(iii) such modifications, amendments, and supplements 
do not, or did not, change the general nature of the invention in 
a manner which would require any corresponding United States 
application to be or have been available for inspection under 35 
U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1. 


** * & * 


3. Section 5.15, paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (e) and (f), are revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 5.15 Scope of license. 


(a) Applications or other materials reviewed pursuant to 
§§ 5.12 through 5.14, which were not required to be made 
available for inspection by defense agencies under 35 U.S.C. 181 
and § 5.1, will be eligible for a license of the scope provided in 
this paragraph. This license permits subsequent modifications, 
amendments, and supplements containing additional subject 
matter to, or divisions of, a foreign patent application, if such 
changes to the application do not alter the general nature of the 
invention in a manner which would require the United States 
application to have been made available for inspection under 35 
U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1. This license also covers the inventions 
disclosed in foreign applications which had been granted a 
license under this part prior to April 4, 1984, and which were not 
subject to security inspection under 35 U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1. 
Grant of this license authorizes the export and filing of an 
application in a foreign country or the transmitting of an interna- 
tional application to any foreign patent agency or international 
patent agency when the subject matter of the foreign or interna- 
tional application corresponds to that of the domestic applica- 
tion. This license includes authority: 

(1) To export and file all duplicate and formal application 
papers in foreign countries or with international agencies; 

(2) To make amendments, modifications, and supplements, 
including divisions, changes or supporting matter consisting of 
the illustration, exemplification, comparison, or explanation of 
subject matter disclosed in the application; and 

(3) To take any action in the prosecution of the foreign or 
international application provided that the adding of subject 
matter or taking of any action under paragraphs (a)(1) and (2) of 
this section does not change the general nature of the invention 
disclosed in the application in a manner which would require 
such application to have been made available for inspection 
under 35 U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1 by including technical data 
pertaining to: 

(i) Defense services or articles designated in the United 
States Munitions List applicable at the time of foreign filing, the 
unlicensed exportation of which is prohibited pursuant to the 
Arms Export Control Act, as amended, and 22 CFR Parts 121 
through 130; or 
(ii) Restricted Data, sensitive nuclear technology or 

technology useful in the production or utilization of special 
nuclear material or atomic energy, the dissemination of which is 
subject to restrictions of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, and the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Act of 1978, as 
implemented by the regulations for Unclassified Activities in 
Foreign Atomic Energy Frograms, 10 CFR Part 810, in effect at 
the time of foreign filing. 

(b) Applications or other materials which were required to 
be made available for inspection under 35 U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1 
will be eligible for a license of the scope provided in this 
paragraph. Grant of this license authorizes the export and filing 
of an application in a foreign country or the transmitting of an 
international application to any foreign patent agency or interna- 
tional patent agency. Further, this license includes authority to 
export and file all duplicate and formal papers in foreign coun- 
tries or with foreign and international patent agencies and to 
make amendments, modifications, and supplements to, file divi- 
sions of, and take any action in the prosecution of the foreign or 
international application, provided subject matter additional to 
that covered by the license is not involved. 

(c) A license granted under § 5.12(b) pursuant to § 5.13 or 
§ 5.14 shall have the scope indicated in paragraph (a) of this 
section, if it is so specified in the license. A petition, accompa- 
nied by the required fee (§ 1.17(h)), may also be filed to change 
a license having the scope indicated in paragraph (b) of this 
section to a license having the scope indicated in paragraph (a) 
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of this section. No such petition will be granted if the copy of the 
material filed pursuant to § 5.13 or any corresponding United 
States application was required to be made available for in- 
spection under 35 U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1. The change in the scope 
of a license will be effective as of the date of the grant of the 
petition. 


* * * * * 


(e) Any paper filed abroad or transmitted to an international 
patent agency following the filing of a foreign or international 
application which changes the general nature of the subject 
matter disclosed at the time of filing in a manner which would 
require such application to have been made available for inspec- 
tion under 35 U.S.C. 181 and § 5.1 or which involves the 
disclosure of subject matter listed in paragraphs (a)(3)(i) or (ii) of 
this section must be separately licensed in the same manner as a 
foreign or international application. Further, if no license has 
been granted under § 5.12(a) on filing the corresponding United 
States application, any paper filed abroad or with an international 
patent agency which involves the disclosure of additional sub- 
ject matter must be licensed in the same manner as a foreign or 
international application. 

(f) Licenses separately granted in connection with two or 
more United States applications may be exercised by combining 
or dividing the disclosures, as desired, provided: 

(1) Subject matter which changes the general nature of the 
subject matter disclosed at the time of filing or which involves 
subject matter listed in paragraphs (a)(3)(i) or (ii) of this section 
is not introduced, and 

(2) In the case where at least one of the licenses was ob- 
tained under § 5.12(b), additional subject matter is not intro- 
duced. 


4. Section 5.25, paragraph (a), is revised to read as follows: 
§ 5.25 Petition for retroactive license 


(a) A petition for a retroactive license under 35 U.S.C. 184 
shall be presented in accordance with § 5.13 or § 5.14 (a), and 
shall include: 

(1) A listing of each of the foreign countries in which the 
unlicensed patent application material was filed, 

(2) The dates on which the material was filed in each country, 

(3) A verified statement (oath or declaration) containing: 

(i) An averment’ that the subject matter in question was 
not under a secrecy order at the time it was filed abroad, and that 
it is not currently under a secrecy order, 

(ii) A showing that the license has been diligently sought 
after discovery of the proscribed foreign filing, and 

(iii) An explanation of why the material was filed abroad 
through error and without deceptive intent without the required 
license under § 5.11 first having been obtained, and 

(4) The required fee (§ 1.17(h)). 

The above explanation must include a showing of facts rather 
than a mere allegation of action through error and without 
deceptive intent. The showing of facts as to the nature of the error 
should include statements by those persons having personal 
knowledge of the acts regarding filing in a foreign country and 
should be accompanied by copies of any necessary supporting 
documents such as letters of transmittal or instructions for filing. 
The acts which are alleged to constitute error without deceptive 
intent should cover the period leading up to and including each 
of the proscribed foreign filings. 


** ee 


Nov. 28, 1990 HARRY F. MANBECK, JR. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 


of Patents and Trademarks 


[1123 OG 20} 


Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
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37 CFR Part 150 
[Docket No. 71038-8108} 


Requests for Presidential Proclamations 
Under the Semiconductor Chip Protection Act of 1984, 
17 U.S.C. 902(a)(2) 


Agency:Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary:The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) is adding a 
new Subchapter C, Part 150 to its rules to implement the 
Presidential proclamation provisions of the Semiconductor 
Chip Protection Act of 1984, 17 U.S.C. 902(a)(2). The rules 
establish procedures for the evaluation of requests by foreign 
governments for the issuance of Presidential proclamations 
granting protection in the United States to mask works of foreign 
origin. The rules also permit the Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks independently to initiate an evaluation. The effect 
of the rules will be to establish a regime of protection for foreign 
mask works in the United States, provided mask works of U.S. 
origin are adequately protected in the country requesting a 
Presidential proclamation. 

Effective Date: August 1, 1988 

For Further Information Contact: Michael K. Kirk, Assistant 
Commissioner for External Affairs, by telephone at (703)557- 
3065, or by mail marked to his attention and addressed to 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Box 4, Washington, 
D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: The Semiconductor Chip Protec- 
tion Act of 1984 (SCPA) established a new form of intellectual 
property protection for mask works that are fixed in semicon- 
ductor chips. Mask works are defined as a “series of related 
images, however fixed or encoded,” that represent the three- 
dimensional pattern in the layers of a semiconductor chip. Thus, 
the subject matter of protection under the SCPA are the layout 
designs of semiconductor chips, known in some countries as 
“integrated circuit layout designs” or as “semiconductor to- 


pographies.” The SCPA provides a ten-year term of protection 


for original mask works measured from their date of registration 
or first commercial exploitation anywhere in the world. To 
maintain protection, mask works must be registered in the 
United States Copyright Office within two years of first com- 
mercial exploitation. 

Protection for foreign mask works may be granted under both 
section 902 and section 914 of the SCPA. Section 902 sets out 
three different ways that foreign mask works may become 
eligible for protection in the United States. First, on the date 
the work is registered or is first commercially exploited any- 
where in the world, the mask work is protectible if its owner 
is a national, domiciliary or sovereign authority of a foreign 
nation that is a party to a treaty that provides protection of mask 
works and to which the United States is also a party, or if a 
stateless person, wherever domiciled. Second, foreign mask 
works may be protected when they are first commercially exploited 
in the United States. The third way, set forth in section 902(a)(2), 
is where the foreign mask work comes within the scope of a 
Presidential proclamation. The President may issue a proclama- 
tion upon finding that a foreign nation extends to mask works 
of owners who are U.S. nationals or domiciliaries, protection 
(1) on substantially the same basis as that on which the foreign 
nation extends protection to mask works of its own nationals 
and domiciliaries and mask works first commercially exploited 
in that nation, or (2) on substantially the same basis as provided 
in the SCPA. Pursuant to Executive Order 12504, 50 FR 4849 
(Feb. 4, 1985), requests for issuance of Presidential proclama- 
tions are to be presented to the President by the Secretary of 
Commerce. 

Section 914 was included in the SCPA as a transitional 
provision, intended by Congress to encourage other countries 
to pass laws extending protection to this new form of intellectual 
property. Once laws were in place, it was reasoned, permanent 
protection for foreign mask works could be conferred under 
section 902 or through a multilateral treaty that extended cov- 
erage to mask works. Section 914 gives the Secretary of Com- 
merce authority to issue orders extending interim protection to 
foreign mask work owners upon the satisfaction of certain 
conditions. First, the Secretary must find that the foreign nation 
is making good faith efforts and reasonable progress toward 
entering into a treaty with the United States, or toward enacting 
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legislation that will protect U.S. mask works on the same basis 
as domestic mask works, or at a level similar to that provided 
under the SCPA. Second, the Secretary must determine that 
nationals, domiciliaries and sovereign authorities of the foreign 
nation are not engaged in the misappropriation, unauthorized 
distribution, or unauthorized commercial exploitation of mask 
works. Finally, the Secretary must determine that issuance of 
an interim order would promote the purposes of the SCPA and 
international comity with respect to the protection of maskworks. 

By Amendment | to Department Organization Order 10-14, 
issued Dec. 3, 1984, the Secretary of Commerce delegated to 
the Assistant Secretary and Commissioner of Patents and Trade- 
marks the authority under section 914 to make pertinent findings 
and to issue orders for the interim protection of foreign mask 
works. Amendment 2 to Department Organization Order 10- 
14, issued Sept. 28, 1987, expanded the earlier delegation to 
include responsibility for prescribing regulations for the pre- 
sentation to the President of requests for issuance of proclama- 
tions under section 902. 

The Commissioner has issued orders granting interim pro- 
tection under section 914 for mask works produced in Australia, 
Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, the Federal Re- 
public of Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, 
the Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and the 
United Kingdom. All of the interim protection orders were 
recently extended until May 31, 1989. See Extension of Pre- 
viously-Granted Interim Orders Under the Semiconductor Chip 
Protection Act of 1984, 53 FR 16308 (May 6, 1988). 

This proceeding was initiated by a Notice of Proposed Rule- 
making published at 53 FR 5588-90 (Feb. 25, 1988). The notice 
set forth proposed regulations for the submission and evaluation 
of requests that the Secretary of Commerce recommend the 
issuance or revocation of a Presidential proclamation granting 
U.S. protection to foreign mask works under section 902(a)(2) 
of the SCPA. Comments on the proposed rules were received 
from the Commission of the European Communities and the 
U.S. Semiconductor Industry Association. 


Discussion of Specific Rules 


Section 150.1 of the new rules sets forth relevant definitions. 
Section 150.2 specifies the conditions under which an evaluation 
of recommending the issuance, revision, suspension or revo- 
cation of a section 902 proclamation will be initiated by the 
Commissioner. Section 150.2(a) provides that the Commis- 
sioner must initiate an evaluation of the propriety of recommend- 
ing the issuance of a section 902 proclamation upon receipt of 
a request from a foreign government. Section 150.2(b) gives 
the Secretary the discretion to initiate independently an evalu- 
ation concerning issuance, revision, suspension or revocation 
of a proclamation, or as directed by the Secretary of Commerce. 

Section 150.3(a) states that requests for the issuance of a 
section 902 Presidential proclamation shall be made by “foreign 
governments.” The definition of “foreign government” in sec- 
tion 150.1 of the rules makes clear that international intergov- 
ernmental organizations may request Presidential proclamations 
on behalf of their member states. 

Section 150.3(b) lists the documentation that must accom- 
pany requests for issuance of a proclamation. The laws, legal 
rulings, regulations, and administrative orders submitted must 
be in unedited, full-text form. Where possible, the materials 
submitted should be reproduced from the original document, 
e.g., from court reports or statutory instruments. Abstracts, 
summaries and commentaries are not acceptable. If the docu- 
ments are not in English, a certified English translation must 
accompany them. 

Section 150.4 sets out the procedure the Commissioner will 
follow after a request for issuance of a proclamation has been 
submitted, or following a decision independently to initiate an 
evaluation. If a foreign government requests a section 902 
proclamation before a section 914 proceeding has taken place, 
under section 150.4(a) the Commissioner may initiate such a 
proceeding to compile a record of necessary information and, 
where appropriate, to provide interim protection in the United 
States while the section 902 request is pending. Section 150.4(b) 
provides that the information obtained during a section 914 
proceeding, if one has been held, will be considered by the 
Commissioner in determining whether to recommend the issu- 
ance of a Presidential proclamation. 
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Section 150.4(c) provides that requests for Presidential 
proclamations, and notices of the Commissioner’s determina- 
tion independently to initiate section 902 evaluations, will be 
published in the Federal Register. Written comments will be 
requested. Section 150.4(d) requires the Commissioner to notify 
the Register of Copyrights and the Committees on the Judiciary 
of the Senate and the House of Representatives of the initiation 
of an evaluation. Under section 150.4(e), a hearing may be 
scheduled if the written comments raise issues that cannot be 
resolved through informal contacts Section 150.4(f) provides 
that the record to be considered by the Commissioner in 
determining whether to recommend a Presidential proclamation 
will be the request from a foreign government, if any, written 
comments received, the record of any section 914 proceedings, 
and the information obtained in a hearing, if one is held. 

Sections 150.4(g) and (h) provide that the Commissioner will 
forward the draft recommendation to the Secretary, who will 
then forward a recommendation regarding issuance of a proc- 
lamation to the President. Section 150.5(a) makes clear that the 
recommendation for issuance of a proclamation may include 
terms and conditions regarding the duration of the proclamation. 
Section 150.5(b) provides that interested parties may request 
the revision, suspension or revocation of Presidential procla- 
mations. 


Comments on the Proposed Rules 


Comments on the proposed rules were submitted by the 
Commission of the European Communities and the U.S. Semi- 
conductor Industry Association (SIA). The Commission of the 
European Communities noted that any request for a proclama- 
tion in favor of mask works produced in the Member States 
will be made by the Commission. The Commission requested 
a clarification that the term “foreign governments” as used in 
section 150.3(a) includes international intergovernmental or- 
ganizations which have been empowered by their member states 
to request Presidential proclamations granting U.S. protection 
to mask works produced in such states 

The PTO adopts the Commission’s suggestion. The rules are 
not intended to preclude foreign governments from having 
requests for Presidential proclamations presented on their behalf 
by an international or regional intergovernmental organization. 
Accordingly, a definition of “foreign government” is added as 
section 150.1(b) of the rules, making clear that international 
intergovernmental organizations may request Presidential proc- 
lamations on behalf of their member states. 

In its comments, the SIA requested that section 150.4(c) be 
amended to require that the Commissioner hold a public hearing 
when requested by any interested party after an evaluation has 
begun. As proposed, section 150.4(e)(2)(ii) gives the Commis- 
sioner discretion to hold a hearing to gather additional infor- 
mation if material issues raised in written comments cannot be 
resolved less formally. SIA also requested that section 150.4(f) 
be amended to include information obtained in public hearings 
in the list of materials to be evaluated by the Commissioner. 
SIA suggested that section 150.4(c) specify a time period of 
thirty (30) days after publication of a request for comments 
in the Federal Register during which written comments and 
requests for a hearing may be submitted. 

The PTO does not agree that the Commissioner should be 
required to hold a hearing as part of every section 902 evaluation 
whenever requested. Section 150.4(b) provides that information 
obtained during section 914 proceedings will be used in evalu- 
ating requests for Presidential proclamations. Moreover, under 
section 150.4(a) the Commissioner may institute section 914 
proceedings if an interim order has not been issued in favor of 
mask works from such a requesting nation. Given the thorough- 
ness with which section 914 proceedings are generally con- 
ducted, the Commissioner is expected to have available a 
substantial record concerning the degree of protection for U.S. 
mask works in the subject country. A separate hearing might 
only serve to cause delay in such cases. 

Moreover, effective public participation in the section 902 
evaluation process is not dependent on whether the Commis- 
sioner holds a hearing. The rules proceed from the assumption 
that any material issues relating to protection of U.S. mask works 
in a requesting foreign country can be raised in written com- 
ments, and that these issues can be resolved flexibly through 
informal inter partes contacts. Where issues cannot be resolved 
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through such informal contacts, section 150.4(e)(ii) gives the 
Commissioner discretion to hold a hearing to obtain additional 
views and to assist in resolving the issues. It is not evident that 
a mandatory hearing upon request of interested parties would 
provide an opportunity for exchange of views or informa- 
tion that is not otherwise available under section 
150.4(e). 

The PTO agrees that, if the Commissioner elects to hold a 
hearing, the information obtained should be included in the 
record. Accordingly, section 150.4(f) is amended to make this 
clarification. It is also proper that the rules specify a time period 
for the submission of comments following publication in the 
Federal Register of the request for a proclamation or the 
Commissioner’s determination to initiate independently a sec- 
tion 902 evaluation. Thus, to ensure that all interested parties 
have sufficient time to investigate and prepare complete written 
comments, section 150.4(c) is amended to specify that com- 
ments must be submitted within sixty (60) days of Federal 
Register publication. 


Discussion of Principal Changes 


A new section 150.I(b) has been added to the rules as pro- 
posed to clarify that international or regional intergovernmental 
organizations may request Presidential proclamations on behalf 
of their member states, provided the member states have 
empowered the organization to make such requests. Proposed 
sections 150.1(c)-(g) have been redesignated as sections 150.1(d)- 
(h). The definition of “mask work” in section 150.1(d) (proposed 
section 150.1(c)) has been modified slightly to conform to the 
language in section 90l(a)(2) of the SCPA. The definition of 
“Presidential proclamation” in section 150.l(e) (proposed sec- 
tion 150.1(d)) has been changed slightly by substituting the 
words “applying for” for the word “making” before the word 
“registrations.” The purpose of this change is to conform the 
language of the rule to section 908 of the SCPA, which relates 
to mask work registration. The definition of “request” in section 
150.1(f) (proposed section 150.1(e)) has been changed to indicate 
that the Commissioner is not required to treat requests for the 
revision, suspension or revocation of a Presidential proclama- 
tion in the same way as requests for issuance of such proc- 
lamations (see discussion of section 150.5(b), infra). 

Section 150.2(a) has been expanded to make clear that the 
Commissioner may initiate independently an evaluation of 
recommending the revision, suspension, or revocation of a 
Presidential proclamation, as well as an evaluation of recom- 
mending the issuance of a proclamation. This change reflects 
the amendment to section 902(a)(2) made by the Semiconductor 
Chip Protection Act Extension of 1987, which clarifies that the 
President has the authority to revise, suspend or revoke, as well 
as issue, proclamations extending protection to foreign mask 
works. 

Section 150.3(b) has been changed to state that requests for 
issuance of a Presidential proclamation must be accompanied 
by “a copy” of laws, legal rulings, regulations or administrative 
orders, rather than “an official copy” of such materials, as was 
proposed. This change is made to avoid confusion arising from 
the fact that the meaning of “official copy” may vary from 
country to country. Section 150.3(b)(5) has been redesignated 
as section 150.3(b)(6), and a new section 150.3(b)(5) has been 
added to specify that the copies submitted to the PTO must be 
in full text, unedited, and where possible, be reproduced from 
the original document. 

Section 150.4(c) has also been changed. The proposed rule 
stated that notices of requests by foreign governments for the 
issuance of Presidential proclamations will be published in the 
Federal Register. Language has been added to make clear that 
notices of the Commissioner’s determination independently to 
initiate evaluations will also be published in the Federal Reg- 
ister. Section 150.4(c) has also been changed to provide that 
comments shall be submitted to the Commissioner within sixty 
(60) days of publication of the Federal Register notice. Section 
150.4(f) has been modified to include information obtained in 
a public hearing held pursuant to section 150.4(e)(ii), if such 
a hearing is held, in the list of materials to be evaluated by 
the Commissioner. 

Section 150.5(b) has been changed to reflect the amendment 
to section 902(a)(2) made by the Semiconductor Chip Protection 
Act Extension of 1987. The first sentence provides that any 
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interested party may request the “revision, suspension or revo- 
cation” of a proclamation. The second sentence has been modified 
to provide that “requests for revision, suspension or revocation 
of a proclamation will be considered in substantially the same 
manner as requests for the issuance of a section 902 procla- 
mation.” The word “substantially” has been added to indicate 
that the Commissioner need not initiate a formal evaluation in 
every case where a request is made for the revision, suspension 
or revocation of a Presidential proclamation, in contrast to 
situations where a foreign government requests the issuance of 
such a proclamation. While good faith requests for the revision, 
suspension or revocation of a proclamation will be accorded 
fair procedural treatment, it is proper that the Commissioner 
have flexibility at the outset to consider such requests on a case- 
by-case basis as experience is gained under these rules. If 
necessary, the PTO may amend the rules at a later time to provide 
additional procedures for consideration of requests for revision, 
suspension or revocation of Presidential proclamations. 

Stylistic changes have also been made in sections 150.2(a), 
150.3(b)(6) (proposed section 150.3(b)(5)) and 150.S(a), but 
these changes are for purposes of clarity and are not substantive 
in nature. 


Other Considerations 


This rule does not have a significant impact on the quality 
of the human environment or the conservation of natural re- 
sources. This rule is in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seg., Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980,44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Small Business Administration that the proposed 
rule will not have a significant adverse economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, 
5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) The economic impact of a Presidential 
proclamation on small entities will be beneficial, since such 
proclamations may be issued only upon a finding that a foreign 
nation extends reciprocal protection to U.S. mask works. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that this 
rule is not a major rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual 
effect on the economy will be less that $100 million. There 
will be no major increase in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, federal, state or local government agen- 
cies, or geographic regions. By extending protection to foreign 
mask work owners, the ability of United States-based enter- 
prises to compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic 
or export markets will be enhanced. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has also determined that 
this notice has no federalism implications affecting the rela- 
tionship between the national government and the states as 
outlined in Executive Order 12612. 

The rule will not impose a burden under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3510 et seq., since no record- 
keeping or reporting requirements within the coverage of the 
Act are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Subchapter C 


Administrative practice and procedure, Authority delega- 
tions, Semiconductor chips, Mask works. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, Chapter | of Title 
37 CFR is amended by adding a new Subchapter C, Part 150, 
as follows: 


Subchapter C - PROTECTION OF FOREIGN MASK WORKS 


Part 150 - REQUESTS FOR PRESIDENTIAL PROCLAMA- 
TIONS PURSUANT TO _ 17 U.S.C. 902(a)(2) 


Sec. 

150.1 Definitions. 

150.2 Initiation of Evaluation. 

150.3 Submission of Requests. 

150.4 Evaluation. 

150.5 Duration of Proclamation. 

150.6 Mailing Address. 

Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6; E.O. 12504, 50 FR 4849, 3 CFR, 1985 
Comp., p. 335. 
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Section 150.1 Definitions. 


(a) “Commissioner” means Assistant Secretary and Commis- 
sioner of Patents and Trademarks. 

(b) “Foreign government” means the duly-constituted executive 
of a foreign nation, or an international or regional 
intergovernmental organization which has been empow- 
ered by its member states to request issuance of Presiden- 
tial proclamations on their behalf under this part. 

(c) “Interim order” means an order issued by the Secretary of 
Commerce under 17 U.S.C. 914. 

(d) “Mask work” means a series of related images, however fixed 
or encoded - 


(1) having or representing the predetermined, threedi- 
mensional pattern of metallic, insulating, or semi- 
conductor material present or removed from the 
layers of a semiconductor chip product; and 
in which series the relation of the images to one 
another is that each image has the pattern of the 
surface of one form of the semiconductor chip product. 


(e) “Presidential proclamation” means an action by the Presi- 
dent extending to foreign nationals, domiciliaries and 
sovereign authorities the privilege of applying for regis- 
trations for mask works pursuant to 17 U.S.C. 902. 

(f) “Request” means a request by a foreign government for 
the issuance of a Presidential proclamation. 

(g) “Proceeding” means a proceeding to issue an interim order 
extending protection to foreign nationals, domiciliaries 
and sovereign authorities under 17 U.S.C. Chapter 
9. 

(h) “Secretary” means the Secretary of Commerce. 


Section 150.2 Initiation of Evaluation. 


(a) The Commissioner independently or as directed by the 
Secretary, may initiate an evaluation of the propriety of 
recommending the issuance, revision, suspension or re- 
vocation of a section 902 proclamation. 

(b) The Commissioner shall initiate an evaluation of the 
propriety of recommending the issuance of a section 902 
proclamation upon receipt of a request from a foreign 
government. 


Section 150.3 Submission of Requests. 


(a) Requests for the issuance of a section 902 proclamation 
shall be submitted by foreign governments for review by 
the Commissioner. 

(b) Requests for issuance of a proclamation shall include: 


A copy of the foreign law or legal rulings that provide 
protection for U.S. mask works which provide a basis 
for the request. 

A copy of any regulations or administrative orders 
implementing the protection. 

A copy of any laws, regulations or administrative 
orders establishing or regulating the registration (if 
any) of mask works. 

Any other relevant laws, regulations or administra- 
tive orders. 

All copies of laws, legal rulings, regulations or 
administrative orders submitted must be in unedited, 
full-text form, and if possible, must be reproduced 
from the original document. 

All material submitted must be in the original lan- 
guage, and if not in English, must be accompanied 
by a certified English transtation. 


Section 150.4 Evaluation. 


(a) Upon submission of a request by a foreign government 
for the issuance of a section 902 proclamation, if an interim 
order under section 914 has not been issued, the Com- 
missioner may initiate a section 914 proceeding if addi- 
tional information is required. 

(b) If an interim order under section 914 has been issued, the 
information obtained during the section 914 proceeding 
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will be used in evaluating the request for a section 902 
proclamation. 

(c) After the Commissioner receives the request of a foreign 
government for a section 902 proclamation, or after a 
determination is made by the Commissioner to initiate 
independently an evaluation pursuant to section 150.2(a) 
of this part, a notice will be published in the Federal 
Register to request relevant and material comments on the 
adequacy and effectiveness of the protection afforded U.S. 
mask works under the system of law described in the 
notice. Comments should include detailed explanations 
of any alleged deficiencies in the foreign law or any alleged 
deficiencies in its implementation. If the alleged deficien- 
cies include problems in administration such as registra- 
tion, the respondent should include as specifically as 
possible full detailed explanations, including dates for and 
the nature of any alleged problems. Comments shall be 
submitted to the Commissioner within sixty (60) days of 
publication of the Federal Register notice. 

(d) The Commissioner shall notify the Register of Copyrights 
and the Committees on the Judiciary of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives of the initiation of an evalu- 
ation under these regulations. 

(e) If the written comments submitted by any party present 
relevant and material reasons why a proclamation should 
not issue, the Commissioner will: 

(1) Contact the party raising the issue for verification 
and any needed additional information; 
2) Contact the requesting foreign government to deter- 
mine if the issues raised by the party can be resolved; 
and, 


(i) If the issues are resolved, continue with the 
evaluation; or, 
If the issues cannot be resolved on this basis, 
hold a public hearing to gather additional in- 
formation. 


(f) The comments, the section 902 request, information 
obtained from a section 914 proceeding, if any, and in- 
formation obtained in a hearing held pursuant to subsec- 
tion (e)(ii) of this section, if any, will be evaluated by the 
Commissioner. 

(g) The Commissioner will forward the information to the 
Secretary, together with an evaluation and a draft recom- 
mendation. 

(h) The Secretary will forward a recommendation regarding 
the issuance of a section 902 proclamation to the Presi- 
dent. 


Section 150.5 Duration of Proclamation. 


(a) The recommendation for the issuance of a proclamation 
may include terms and conditions regarding the duration 
of the proclamation. 

(b) Requests for the revision, suspension or revocation of a 
proclamation may be submitted by any interested party. 
Requests for revision, suspension or revocation of a proc- 
lamation will be considered in substantially the same 
manner as requests for the issuance of a section 902 
proclamation. 


Section 150.6 Mailing Address. 


Requests and all correspondence submitted pursuant to these 
guidelines shall be addressed to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box 4 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


June 23, 1988 


[1092 OG 52] 
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(68) Errors in Notice of Allowance 

The purpose of this notice is to clarify existing Office practice 
with respect to providing a new issue fee due date. Sometimes 
errors appear on the Notice of Allowance, such as an incorrect 
number of claims, the misspelling of an inventor’s name, an 
incorrect inventorship, or an incorrect title. A duplicate Notice 
of Allowance correcting the errors may be requested from the 
Group that mailed the Notice. However, a new issue fee due 
date will not be provided if the information on the original Notice 
of Allowance is sufficient to allow a reasonable practitioner to 
timely file a proper issue fee in the correct application. Spe- 
cifically, the mere filing of a request for a corrected or duplicate 
Notice of Allowance will not act to stay the period for paying 
the issue fee. 


JAMES E. DENNY, 
Deputy Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents. 


June 12, 1985. 


[1056 OG 35] 


(69) Initial Guidelines Implementing Changes 


in 35 U.S.C. 103, 116, and 120 


The Patent and Trademark Office has established initial 
guidelines for patent examiners to use in implementing the 
changes made in 35 U.S.C. 103, 116, and 120 by Public Law 
98-622, the Patent Law Amendments Act of 1984. As a service 
to the public, those guidelines are published below. A copy of 
Public Law 98-622 is also being published concurrently here- 
with. Some of the procedural aspects of matters contained in 
the guidelines will be incorporated into Title 37 of the Code 
of Federal Regulation through the rule-making process. 


RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents. 


Dec. 11, 1984. 


Initial Guidelines As To Implementation Of 35 U.S.C. 103 


Public Law 98-622 added a new sentence to 35 U.S.C. 103 
which reads as follows: 
“Subject matter developed by another person, which quali- 
fies as prior art only under subsection (f) or (g) of section 
102 of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this 
section where the subject matter and the claimed invention 
were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same 
person or subject to an obligation of assignment to the same 
person.” 
The significant features resulting from this amendment to 
103 are the following: 


(1) The only prior art which is disqualified is prior art under 
§ 102(f} or (g) where the subject matter, i.e., the prior art, 
and the invention “were, at the time the invention was 
made, owned by the same person or subject to an obligation 
of assignment to the same person.” (Person includes 
organization.) 

If the subject matter (prior art) qualifies as prior art under 
any other section, e.g., § 102(a), (b), or (e), it is still prior 
art and can be used. 

Amendment applies only to subject matter which qualifies 
as prior art under § 103; it does not affect subject matter 
which qualifies as prior art under § 102, i.e., anticipatory 
prior art. 

Term “another person” means any inventive entity other 
than the inventor and includes the inventor and any other 
person. 

Term “developed” is to be read broadly and is not limited 
to any particular manner of development. 

Subject matter derived from another under § 102(f) is prior 
art under § 103 unless the derived subject matter and the 
claimed invention are owned by, or subject to an obligation 
of assignment to, the same person at the time the claimed 
invention was made. 
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The disclosure of an earlier filed patent application which 
issues as a patent continues to be prior art under § 102(e) 
against a later invented and filed application of another 
inventor even though the patent and the later application 
are owned by, or subject to an obligation of assignment 
to, the same person. 

Commonly owned applications, i.e., applications owned 
by the same person, may be refiled as a single application 
to avoid one or more of them becoming prior art against 
another under §§ 102(e) and 103. 

The phrase “owned by the same person” requires that the 
same person, persons, or organization own 100% of the 
subject matter (prior art) and 100% of the claimed inven- 
tion. 

The phrase “subject to an obligation of assignment to the 
same person” requires that a legal obligation of assignment 
exist and not merely a moral or unenforceable obligation. 
As long as the same person owns the subject matter and 
the invention at the time the claimed invention was made, 
a license to another may be made without the subject matter 
becoming prior art. 

Amended § 103 requires actual ownership (or obligation 
to assign) be in existence at the time the claimed invention 
is made for the subject matter to be disqualified as prior 
art; acquiring one or the other later is not sufficient. 
Burden of establishing that subject matter is disqualified 
as prior art is placed on patent applicant and not on the 
patent examiner once the examiner establishes a prima 
facie case of obviousness based on the prior art. 
Double patenting rejections may now be made in appli- 
cations based on commonly owned patents of different 
inventive entities and double patenting rejections of the 
obviousness type can be overcome by terminal disclaim- 
ers. 

A double patenting rejection may also be made in a later 
filed application where the application/patent on which the 
rejection is based and the later filed application are not 
commonly owned as long as one of the inventors is common 
between the later filed application and the application/ 
patent; such a rejection cannot be overcome by terminal 
disclaimer in view of the lack of common ownership. 
The Commissioner’s Notice of January 9, 1967, “Double 
Patenting”, 834 O.G. 1615 (Jan. 31, 1967) is withdrawn 
to the extent that it does not authorize a double patenting 
rejection where different inventive entities are present. 
Inventors of subject matter not commonly owned at the 
time of the invention may file as joint inventors in a single 
application. However, the claims in such an application 
are not protected from a § 102(f) /103 or § 102(g)/103 
rejection. 


Implementation Steps As To Amended 35 U.S.C. 103 


A. Applications To Be Considered 


(1) Amended § 103 does not “affect any final decision 
made by the court or the Patent and Trademark Office 
before the date of enactment [November 8, 1984]. 
. . With respect to a patent or application for patent, 
if no appeal from such decision is pending and the 
time for filing an appeal has expired.” 

The amendment of § 103 will not be considered to 
apply to: 

(a) Any application which has been abandoned 
prior to November 8, 1984, unless such appli- 
cation is revived pursuant to the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.137(a) or (b) and is pending on or 
after November 8, 1984; 

Any application in which all the claims have 
been allowed and in which prosecution has 
been closed prior to November 8, 1984, e.g., 
by an Ex parte Quayle action, a Notice of 
allowability, or a Notice of Allowance. How- 
ever, a continuing application would obtain the 
benefit of amended § 103 if filed prior to the 
abandonment or issuance of the application; 
and 

Any application in which an appeal has been 
filed and is no longer pending or in which the 
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time for filing an appeal has expired prior to 
November 8, 1984. However if the application 
contains allowed claims on or after November 
8, 1984, the allowed claims are subject to 
amended § 103. 


The amendment to § 103 will be applied to any 
application (a) which is before the examiner for 
action and in which all the claims have not been 
allowed and the prosecution closed or (b) in which 
prosecution has been closed and is being reopened 
to reject the allowed claims on grounds other than 
§ 102(f) /103 or § 102(g)/103. 

Applications not before the examiner for action, e.g., 
an application in which a response from applicant 
is required, will not be considered as to the appli- 
cability of amended § 103 unless applicant takes 
timely action which properly requires an action on 
the merits by the examiner. 


B. Conflicting Co-pending Applications Of Different Inventive 
Entities With No Indication That They Are Commonly Owned 


ql) 


If the application files do not establish that they are 
owned by, or subject to an obligation of assignment 
to, the same person, the examiner will: 

(a) assume that the applications are not commonly 
owned; 

examine the applications on all grounds other 
than any conflict between the applications; 
consider the applicability of § 102(f) /103 or 
§ 102(g)/103 if one application refers to the 
other (if there is no cross-reference between the 
applications it would be inappropriate for the 
examiner to refer to one application in the other 
in view of 35 U.S.C. 122); 

consider interference if appropriate; 

suspend the later filed application if it is oth- 
erwise allowable until the earlier filed appli- 
cation is abandoned or issues as a patent and 
then reject the later filed application under § 
102(e)/103, if appropriate; and 

proceed under item C below if at any time 
during the examination a statement is made that 
the applications are commonly owned. 


(b) 


(c) 


C. Conflicting Co-pending Applications Of Different Inventive 
Entities Which Are Commonly Owned 


(1) 


Co-pending applications will be considered by the 
examiner to be owned by, or subject to an obligation 
of assignment to, the same person if (a) the appli- 
cation files refer to assignments recorded in the PTO 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1.331 which convey the 
entire rights in the applications to the same person(s) 
or organization(s); or (b) copies of unrecorded as- 
signments which convey the entire rights in the 
applications to the same person(s) or organization(s) 
are filed in each of the applications; or (c) an affidavit 
or declaration by the common owner is filed which 
states that there is common ownership and explains 
why the affiant believes there is common ownership; 
or (d) other evidence is submitted which establishes 
common ownership of the applications in question, 
e.g., a court decision determining the owner. In 
circumstances where the common owner is a cor- 
poration or other organization an affidavit or dec- 
laration averring common ownership may be signed 
by an official of the corporation or organization 
empowered to act on behalf of the corporation or 
organization. 

If the application files establish that they are owned 
by, or subject to an obligation of assignment to, the 
same person, the examiner will: 

(a) examine the applications as toall grounds except 
§§ 102(f) and (g) as they apply through § 103 
if the application files establish common own- 
ership at the time the later invention was made; 
examine the applications for double patenting, 
including double patenting of the obviousness 
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type, and make a provisional rejection, if 
appropriate, (see In re Mott, 190 USPQ 536 
(CCPA 1976); 

examine the later filed application under § 
102(e) as it applies through § 103 and make 
a provisional rejection under § 102(e)/103 in 
the later filed application, if appropriate; 
permit applicant of the later filed application 
to file an affidavit under 37 CFR 1.131 to 
overcome the provisional or actual § 102(e)/ 
103 rejection, if appropriate, and a terminal 
disclaimer to overcome the provisional or actual 
rejection on double patenting of the obvious- 
ness type. 


Initial Guidelines As To Implementation Of 35 
U.S.C. 116 


Public Law 98-622 amended 35 U.S.C. 116 to clarify that 
each inventor need not “sign the application” in addition to 
making the required oath and to add a new sentence which reads 
as follows: 


“Inventors may apply for a patent jointly even though 
(1) they did not physically work together or at the same 
time, (2) each did not make the same type or amount 
of contribution, or (3) each did not make a contribution 
to the subject matter of every claim of the patent.” 


The significant features resulting from these amendments to 
§ 116 are the following: 


(1) The joint inventors do not have to separately “sign the 
application,” but only need apply for the patent jointly and 
make the required oath by signing the same; this is a 
clarification, but not a change in current practice. 
Inventors may apply for a patent jointly even though “they 
did not work together or at the same time,” thereby clari- 
fying (a) that it is not necessary that the inventors physi- 
cally work together on a project, and (b) that one inventor 
may “take a step at one time, the other an approach at 
different times.” (Monsanto Co. v. Kamp, 154 USPQ 259 
(D.D.C. 1967)). 

Inventors may apply for a patent jointly even though “each 
did not make the same type or amount of contribution,” 
thereby clarifying the “fact that each of the inventors plays 
a different role and that the contribution of one may not 
be as great as that of another does not detract from the 
fact that the invention is joint, if each makes some original 
contribution, though partial, to the final solution of the 
problem.” Monsanto, supra. 

Inventors may apply for a patent jointly even though “each 
did not make a contribution to the subject matter of every 
claim of the patent.” 

Inventors may apply for a patent jointly as long as each 
inventor made a contribution, i.e., was an inventor or joint 
inventor, of the subject matter of at least one claim of the 
patent; there is no requirement that all the inventors be 
joint inventors of the subject matter of any one claim. 

If an application by joint inventors includes more than one 
independent and distinct invention, restriction may be 
required with the possible result of a necessity to change 
the inventorship named in the application if the elected 
invention was not the invention of all the originally named 
inventors. 

The amendment to § 116 increases the likelihood that 
different claims of an application or patent may have 
different dates of invention; when necessary the Office or 
court may inquire of the patent applicant or owner con- 
cerning the inventors and the invention dates for the subject 
matter of the various claims. 


Implementation Steps As To Amended 35 U.S.C. 116 


(1) See items (1) to (4) above under “Applications To Be 
Considered” for applications to be considered under 
amended § 116. 

(2) Pending applications will be permitted to be amended by 
complying with 37 CFR 1.48 to add claims to inventions 
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by inventors not named when the application was filed 
as long as such inventions were disclosed in the application 
as filed since 37 CFR 1.48 permits correction of inven- 
torship where the “correct inventor or inventors are not 
named in an application for patent through error without 
any deceptive intention on the part of the actual inventor 
or inventors.” 

Under amended § 1 16 an examiner will reject claims under 
§ 102(f) only in circumstances where a named inventor 
is not the inventor of at least one claim in the application; 
no rejection under § 102(f) is appropriate if a named 
inventor made a contribution to the invention defined in 
any claim of the application. 

Under amended § 116 considered in conjunction with 
amended § 103, a rejection may be appropriate under 
§ 102(f)/103 where the subject matter, i.e., prior art, and 
the claimed invention were not owned by, or subject to 
an obligation of assignment to, the same person at the time 
the invention was made. 

Applicants are responsible for correcting, and will be 
required to correct, the inventorship in compliance with 
37 CFR 1.48 when the application is amended to change 
the claims so that one (or more) of the named inventors 
is no longer an inventor of the subject matter of a claim 
remaining in the application. 

In requiring restriction in an application filed by joint 
inventors the examiner will remind applicants of the 
necessity to correct the inventorship pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.48 if an invention is elected and the claims to the in- 
vention of one or more inventors are cancelled. 

The examiner will not inquire of the patent applicant 
concerning the inventors and the invention dates for the 
subject matter of the various claims until it becomes 
necessary to do so in order to properly examine the 
application. 

If an application is filed with joint inventors, the examiner 
will assume that the subject matter of the various claims 
was commonly owned at the time the inventions covered 
therein were made, unless there is evidence to the contrary. 
If inventors of subject matter, not commonly owned at the 
time of the later invention, file a joint application, appli- 
cants have an obligation pursuant to 37 CFR 1.56 to point 
out the inventor and invention dates of each claim and the 
lack of common ownership at the time the later invention 
was made in order that the examiner may consider the 
applicability of § 102(f)/103 or § 102(g)/103. The exam- 
iner will assume, unless there is evidence to the contrary, 
that applicants are complying with their duty of disclosure. 


Initial Guidelines As To Implementation Of 
35 U.S.C. 120 


Public Law 98-622 amended 35 U.S.C. 120 by striking out 
“by the same inventor” and inserting in its place “which is filed 
by an inventor or inventors named in the previously filed 
application.” 

The amended first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 120 (the bracketed 
portion was deleted and the underlined portion added) reads as 
follows: 


§120. Benefit of earlier filing date in the United States 


An application for patent for an invention disclosed in the 
manner provided by the first paragraph of section 112 of this 
title in an application previously filed in the United States, or 
as provided by section 363 of this title, [by the same inventor] 
which is filed by an inventor or inventors named in the previously 
filed application shall have the same effect, as though filed on 
the date of the prior application, if filed before the patenting 
or abandonment of or termination of proceedings on the first 
application or on an application similarly entitled to the benefit 
of the filing date of the first application and if it contains or 
is amended to contain a specific reference to the earlier filed 
application.” 

The significant features of these amendments to § 120 are 
the following: 


(1) A later filed application by an inventor or inventors of a 
previously filed co-pending application may claim the 
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benefit of the previously filed co-pending application under 
§ 120 even though the later filed application does not name 
all of the same inventors as the previously filed application. 
(2) In order for the later filed application to be entitled to claim 
the benefit of the earlier filed co-pending application under 
§ 120 the earlier filed co-pending application must 
(a) have at least one inventor in common with the later 
filed application; 
(b) disclose the common inventor’s invention in the 
manner provided by the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 
112, i.e., fully disclose and support at least one of 
the common inventor’s claims found in the later 
application. 
When necessary the Patent and Trademark Office or a 
court may inquire of the patent applicant or owner as to 
who invented, and the date of invention of, the subject 
matter being claimed in any claims in the later filed 
application. 
Double patenting rejections may be applicable, whether 
or not the applications and patents are commonly owned 
as long as the applications/ patent(s) have at least one 
inventor in common. 
If the applications and patents are commonly owned, the 
rejection of the applications on the grounds of double 
patenting can be overcome by an appropriate terminal 
disclaimer as long as the identical invention is not being 
claimed. See Jn re Robeson, 141 USPQ 485 (CCPA 1964), 
and In re Kaye, 141 USPQ 829 (CCPA 1964). 
If the applications and patents are not commonly owned, 
the double patenting rejection is entered in the later filed 
application and cannot be overcome by a terminal dis- 
claimer since the ownership of the subject matter being 
claimed belongs to someone other than the owner of the 
later application. 


Implementation Steps As To Amended 35 U.S.C. 120 


(1) See items (1) to (4) above under “Applications To Be 
Considered” for applications to be considered under 
amended § 120. 

The examiner will examine any earlier filed co-pending 

application to which priority is claimed under § 120 to 

determine if 

(a) _ the earlier filed co-pending application has at least 
one inventor in common with the later filed appli 
cation; 

(b) the other requirements for claiming benefit under 
§ 120 are met; and 

(c) a rejection on the grounds of double patenting is 
proper. 

As long as the formal requirements for claiming benefit 

under § 120 are met, the examiner will permit the claim 

to be made without examining the earlier filed co-pending 

application for disclosure and support of at least one claim 

of the later filed application under the first paragraph of 

§ 112 unless it becomes necessary to do so, e.g. because 

of an interference or an intervening reference. 

The examiner will not inquire of the patent applicant as 

to who invented, and the date of invention of, the subject 

matter being claimed in any claims in the later filed 

application until it becomes necessary to do so in order 

to properly examine the application. 

The examiner will examine the earlier and later filed 

applications and make actual or provisional rejections for 

double patenting where appropriate, whether or not the 

applications are commonly owned. 


Example | - Single Application - Plural Inventors 

Inventors A and B, both employees of Company E with 
obligation to assign all their inventions to E develop inventions 
X and Y respectively. An application for patent is properly filed 
listing A and B as joint inventors and with claims to both X 
and Y as now possible under § 116 as amended by Public Law 
98-622. 


Situation 1. 
The claims to X and Y are not patentably distinct. 


Examiner's Action: 
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If otherwise patentable over the prior art—allows applica- 
tion. 


Situation 2. 
The claims to X and Y are patentably distinct. 


Examiner’s Action: 

Require restriction and election of claims to either X or Y. 
The applicant, after election, must correct the inventorship of 
the application to ist only the inventor of the elected invention; 
for example, inventor A if claims to invention X were elected. 
A divisional application with B as inventor and claims to Y may 
claim benefit of the originally filed application under 35 U.S.C. 
120 as amended by Public Law 98-622. 


Situation 3. 
The application contains a Markush-type claim to X and Y 
and separate species claims to X and Y. 


Examiner’s Action: 
(a) Examine the application to determine if the inventions X 
and Y are restrictable. If so, the claims to elected invention 
X (assume X is elected by applicants) and the X portion 
of the Markush claim to X and Y are examined. 
(i) if the claim to X is allowable, the entire Markush claim 
and the species claim to Y must also be examined. 
(ii) if the claim to X is not allowable, no further action 
on species claim Y or the Y portion of the Markush 
claim is required. 
The inventorship of the application at the time of allowance 
must be corrected, if necessary, to correspond to the inventions 
covered by the claims allowed. 


Example 2 - Multiple applications - plural inventions 

Inventors A and B, both employees of Company E, with 
obligation to assign all their inventions to E, develop inventions 
X and Y with Y being developed by B after knowledge of A’s 
development of X. A files application on X before B’s devel- 
opment of Y and B later files application. Both applications 
establish they are owned by Company E. 


Situation 1. 
The claims to X and Y are not patentably distinct. 


Examiner’s Action: 

(a) Examine the applications as to all grounds except § 102(f) 
and (g) as they apply through § 103; 

(b) Make a provisional rejection of the later filed application 
on the grounds of double patenting of the obviousness 
type, if appropriate. If a terminal disclaimer is filed in 
accordance with § 1.321(b), the provisional double pat- 
enting rejection of the obviousness type will be overcome; 
Examine the later filed application under § 102(e)/103 and 
make a provisional rejection based on § 102(e)/103, if 
appropriate. An affidavit under § 1.131 can be filed to 
overcome the rejection based on § 102(e)/103. 


Situation 2. 

After receiving the examiner’s action in situation 1, A and 
B filed a continuation-in-part application with inventor C and 
claim A’s invention, B’s invention and an improvement they 
jointly developed with C. A and B abandon their prior appli- 
cations. 


Examiner’s Action: 
Examine the application in the normal manner; no double 
patenting and § 102(e)/103 problems now exist. 


Example 3 - Two copending applications with no indication in 
the record of common ownership 

Inventor A files an application with claims to invention X. 
Another copending application is filed by inventor B claiming 
invention Y. There is no indication of common ownership. 


Situation 1. 
The claims in the two applications are directed to patentably 
distinct inventions. 


Examiner’s Action: 
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If the claims are otherwise allowable, the applications are 
both allowed. 


Situation 2. 
The claims in the two applications are not patentably distinct. 


Examiner’s Action: 

The applications are prosecuted until one application is al- 
lowable. If the time difference between the two applications is 
too large to declare an interference, action on the later filed 
application is suspended until the earlier filed application issues 
as a patent. At that time the later filed application is rejected 
over the earlier filed application under § 102(e)/103. 

If the filing dates of the applications are sufficiently close 
to declare an interference, claims for an interference should 
be suggested. If the applications are commonly owned, the 
common owner must make the ownership known. When such 
common ownership is made known, a provisional double 
patenting rejection should be made in the later filed application. 
If the double patenting rejection is of the obviousness type, a 
terminal disclaimer under 37 CFR 1.321(b) may be filed. The 
later filed application should be examined under § 102(e)/103 
and a provisional rejection based on § 102(e)/103 should be 
made in the later filed application, if appropriate. An affidavit 
under § 1.131 can be filed to overcome a rejection based on 
§ 102(e)/103. 

Example 4 - Claims in single application by different inventors. 

An application for patent is filed in the Patent and Trademark 
Office in which the owner E sets forth the following informa- 
tion. 

“The subject matter of claim | was invented by inventor A. 
The subject matter of claim 2 was invented by inventor B. 
Inventor B knew of the invention of inventor A at the time he 
made his invention. Both A and B made their inventions while 
working for owner E with a duty to assign”. The inventions are 
different but not patentably distinct. 


Examiner’s Action: 
If the claims are patentable over the prior art, the application 
should be allowed. 


Public Law 98—622 
Signed November 8, 1984 
Ninety-eighth Congress of the United States of America 


AT THE SECOND SESSION 
Begun and held at the City of Washington on Monday, the 
twenty-third day of January, one thousand nine hundred and 
eighty-four 
An Act 


To amend title 35, United States Code, to increase the effec- 
tiveness ofthe patent laws, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, 


SHORT TITLE 


SECTION 1. This Act may be cited as the “Patent Law 
Amendments Act of 1984”. 


TITLE I—PATENT IMPROVEMENT PROVISIONS 
USE OF PATENTED INVENTIONS OUTSIDE 
THE UNITED STATES 


SEC. 101.(a) Section 271 of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following new sub- 
section: 

“(f)(1) Whoever without authority supplies or causes to be 
supplied in or from the United States all or a substantial portion 
of the components of a patented invention, where such com- 
ponents are uncombined in whole or in part, in such manner 
as to actively induce the combination of such components 
outside of the United States in a manner that would infringe 
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the patent if such combination occurred within the United States, 
shall be liable as an infringer. 

“(2) Whoever without authority supplies or causes to be 
supplied in or from the United States any component of a 
patented invention that is especially made or especially adapted 
for use in the invention and not a staple article or commodity 
of commerce suitable for substantial noninfringing use, where 
such component is uncombined in whole or in part, knowing 
that such component is so made or adapted and intending that 
such component will be combined outside of the United States 
in a manner that would infringe the patent if such combination 
occurred within the United States, shall be liable as an infringer.” 


STATUTORY INVENTION REGISTRATION 


SEC. 102.(a) Chapter 14 of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following new section: 


§ 157. Statutory invention registration 


“(a) Notwithstanding any other provision of this title, the 
Commissioner is authorized to publish a statutory invention 
registration containing the specification and drawings of a 
regularly filed application for a patent without examination if 
the applicant: 

“(1) meets the requirements of section 112 of this title; 

“(2) has complied with the requirements for printing, as 
set forth in regulations of the Commissioner; 

“(3) waives the right to receive a patent on the invention 
within such period as may be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner; and 

“(4) pays application, publication, and other processing 
fees established by the Commissioner. 

If an interference is declared with respect to such an application, 
a statutory invention registration may not be published unless 
the issue of priority of invention is finally determined in favor 
of the applicant. 

“(b) The waiver under subsection (a)(3) of this section by 
an applicant shall take effect upon publication of the statutory 
invention registration. 

“(c) A statutory invention registration published pursuant to 
this section shall have all of the attributes specified for patents 
in this title except those specified in section 183 and sections 
271 through 289 of this title. A statutory invention registration 
shall not have any of the attributes specified for patents in any 
other provision of law other than this title. A statutory invention 
registration published pursuant to this section shall give appro- 
priate notice to the public, pursuant to regulations which the 
Commissioner shall issue, of the preceding provisions of this 
subsection. The invention with respect to which a statutory 
invention certificate is published is not a patented invention for 
purposes of section 292 of this title. 

“(d) The Secretary of Commerce shall report to the Congress 
annually on the use of statutory invention registrations. Such 
report shall include an assessment of the degree to which agencies 
of the Federal Government are making use of the statutory 
invention registration system, the degree to which it aids the 
management of federally developed technology, and an assess- 
ment of the cost savings to the Federal Government of the use 
of such procedures.”. 

(b) The table of sections at the beginning of chapter 14 of 
title 35, United States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following: 


“157. Statutory invention registration.”. 


(c) The amendments made by this section shall take effect 
six months after the date of the enactment of this Act. 


PRIOR ART 


SEC. 103. Section 103 of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following: 

“Subject matter developed by another person, which quali- 
fies as prior art only under subsection (f)or (g) of section 102 
of this title, shall not preclude patentability under this section 
where the subject matter and the claimed invention were, at the 
time the invention was made, owned by the same person or 
subject to an obligation of assignment to the same person.” 
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JOINT INVENTORS 


SEC. 104. (a) Section 116 of title 35, United States Code, 
is amended by amending the first paragraph to read as follows: 


“When an invention is made by two or more persons jointly, 
they shall apply for patent jointly and each make the required 
oath, except as otherwise provided in this title. Inventors may 
apply for a patent jointly even though (1) they did not physically 
work together or at the same time, (2) each did not make the 
same type or amount of contribution, or (3) each did not make 
acontribution to the subject matter of every claim of the patent.”. 


(b) Section 120 of title 35, United States Code, is amended 
by striking out “by the same inventor” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “which is filed by an inventor or inventors named in 
the previously filed application”. 


ARBITRATION OF INTERFERENCES 


SEC. 105. Section 135 of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following new sub- 
section: 

“(d) Parties to a patent interference, within such time as may 
be specified by the Commissioner by regulation, may determine 
such contest or any aspect thereof by arbitration. Such arbitration 
shall be governed by the provisions of title 9 to the extent such 
title is not inconsistent with this section. The parties shall give 
notice of any arbitration award to the Commissioner, and such 
award shall, as between the parties to the arbitration, be dis- 
positive of the issues to which it relates. The arbitration award 
shall be unenforceable until such notice is given. Nothing in 
this subsection shall preclude the Commissioner from determin- 
ing patentability of the invention involved in the interference.”. 


EFFECTIVE DATE 


SEC. 106. (a) Subject to subsections (b), (c), (d), and (e) of 
this section, the amendments made by this Act shall apply to 
all United States patents granted before, on, or after the date 
of enactment of this Act, and to all applications for United States 
patents pending on or filed after the date of enactment. 

(b) The amendments made by this Act shall not affect any 
final decision made by the court or the Patent and Trademark 
Office before the date of enactment of this Act with respect to 
a patent or application for patent, if no appeal from such decision 
is pending and the time for filing an appeal has expired. 

(c) Section 271(f) of title 35, United States Code, added by 
section 101 of this Act shall apply only to the supplying, or 
causing to be supplied, of any component or components of a 
patented invention after the date of enactment of this Act. 

(d) No United States patent granted before the date of 
enactment of this Act shall abridge or affect the right of any 
person or his successors in business who made, purchased, or 
used prior to such effective date anything protected by the patent, 
to continue the use of, or to sell to others to be used or sold, 
the specific thing so made, purchased, or used, if the patent 
claims were invalid or otherwise unenforceable on a ground 
obviated by section 103 or 104 of this Act and the person made, 
purchased, or used the specific thing in reasonable reliance on 
such invalidity or unenforceability. If a person reasonably relied 
on such invalidity or unenforceability, the court before which 
such matter is in question may provide for the continued 
manufacture, use, or sale of the thing made, purchased, or used 
as specified, or for the manufacture, use, or sale of which 
subsiantial preparation was made before the date of enactment 
of this Act, and it may also provide for the continued practice 
of any process practiced, or for the practice of which substantiai 
preparation was made, prior to the date of enactment, to the 
extent and under such terms as the court deems equitable for 
the protection of investments made or business commenced 
before the date of enactment. 

(e) The amendments made by this Act shall not affect the 
right of any party in any case pending in court on the date of 
enactment to have their rights determined on the basis of the 
substantive law in effect prior to the date of enactment. 


TITLE 1I—PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
PROCEDURES 
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BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS AND 
INTERFERENCES 


SEC. 201. (a) Section 7 of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 7. Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 


“(a) The examiners-in-chief shall be persons of competent 
legal knowledge and scientific ability, who shall be appointed 
to the competitive service. The Commissioner, the Deputy 
Commissioner, the Assistant Commissioners, and the examin- 
ers-in-chief shall constitute the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences. 

“(b) The Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences shall, 
on written appeal of an applicant, review adverse decisions of 
examiners upon applications for patents and shall determine 
priority and patentability of invention in interferences declared 
under section 135(a) of this title. Each appeal and interference 
shall be heard by at least three members of the Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences, who shall be designated by the 
Commissioner. Only the Board of Patent Appeals and Interfer- 
ences has the authority to grant hearings. 

“(c) Whenever the Commissioner considers it necessary, in 
order to keep current the work of the Board of Patent Apeals 
and Interferences, the Commissioner may designate any patent 
examiner of the primary examiner grade or higher, having the 
requisite ability, to serve as examiner-in-chief for periods not 
exceeding six months each. An examiner so designated shall 
be qualified to act as a member of the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences. Not more than one of the members of the 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences hearing an appeal 
or determining an interference may be an examiner so desig- 
nated. The Secretary of Commerce is authorized to fix the pay 
of each designated examiner-in-chief in the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office at not to exceed the maximum rate of basic pay 
payable for grade GS 16 of the General Schedule under section 
5332 of title 5. The rate of basic pay of each individual des- 
ignated examiner-in-chief shall be adjusted, at the close of the 
period for which that individual was designated to act as ex- 
aminer-in-chief, to the rate of basic pay which that individual 
would have been receiving at the close of such period if such 
designation had not been made.” 

(b) The item relating to section 7 in the table of sections at 
the beginning of chapter | of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended by striking out “Appeals” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“Patent Appeals and Interferences”. 


INTERFERENCES 


SEC. 202. Section 135(a) of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

“(a) Whenever an application is made for a patent which, 
in the opinion of the Commissioner, would interfere with any 
pending application, or with any unexpired patent, an interfer- 
ence may be declared and the Commissioner shall give notice 
of such declaration to the applicants, or applicant and patentee, 
as the case may be. The Board of Patent Appeals and Interfer- 
ences shall determine questions of priority of the inventions and 
may determine questions of patentability. Any final decision, 
if adverse to the claim of an applicant, shall constitute the final 
refusal by the Patent and Trademark Office of the claims in- 
volved, and the Commissioner may issue a patent to the applicant 
who is adjudged the prior inventor. A final judgment adverse 
to a patentee from which no appeal or other review has been 
or can be taken or had shall constitute cancellation of the claims 
involved in the patent, and notice of such cancellation shall be 
endorsed on copies of the patent distributed after such cancel- 
lation by the Patent and Trademark Office.”. 


APPEALS AND CIVIL ACTIONS 


SEC. 203. (a) Section 141 of title 35, United States Code, 
is amended— 
(1) in the first sentence— 

(A) by striking out “of the Board of Patent Appeals 
may appeal” and inserting in lieu thereof “in an appeal 
to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences under 
section 134 of this title may appeal the decision”; and 
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(B) by striking out “, thereby waiving his right” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “. By filing such an appeal the 
applicant waives his or her right”; 
in the second sentence— 

(A) by striking out “board of patent interferences on 
the question of priority may appeal” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences on 
the interference may appeal the decision”; 

(B) by striking out “according to” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “in accordance with”; and 

(C) by striking out “he” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“the party”; and 

(3) by amending the last sentence to read as follows: “If 
the appeilant does not, within thirty days after the filing of such 
notice by the adverse party, file a civil action under section 146, 
the decision appealed from shall govern the further proceedings 
in the case.” 

(b) Section 145 of title 35, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence by striking out “Appeals may” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “Patent Appeals and Interferences in 
an appeal under section 134 of this title may,”and 

(2) in the second sentence by striking out “Appeals” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “Patent Appeals and Interferen- 
ces”. 

(c) Section 146 of title 35, United States Code, is amended 
by striking out “board of patent intereferences on the question 
of priority” and inserting in lieu thereof “Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences on the interference”. 


TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING 
AMENDMENTS 


SEC. 204. (a) Section 41(a)(6) of title 35, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by striking out “Appeals” each place it appears and 
inserting in lieu thereof “Patent Appeals and Interfer- 
ences”; and 

(2) by inserting “in the appeal” after oral hearing”. 

(b)(1) Section 134 of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(A) in the section caption by striking out “APPEALS” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “PATENT APPEALS AND INTER- 
FERENCES”; and 

(B) by striking out “Appeals” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“Patent Appeals and Interferences”. 

(2) The item relating to section 134 in the table of sections 
at the beginning of chapter 12 of title 35, United States 
Code, is amended by striking out “Appeals” and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof “Patent Appeals and Interferences”. 

(c) Section 305 of title 35, United States Code, is amended 
by striking out “Appeals” and inserting in lieu thereof 
“Patent Appeals and Interferences”. 


AMENDMENTS TO OTHER PROVISIONS 
OF LAW 


SEC. 205. (a) Section 1295(a)(4)(A) of titie 28, United States 
code, is amended by striking out “Appeals or the Board of 
Patent” and inserting in lieu thereof “Patent Appeals and”. 

(b) Section 152 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (42 U.S.C. 
2182) is amended in the third paragraph— 

(1) by striking out “Board of Patent Interferences” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences”; 

(2) by striking out “the Board of Patent Interferences” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences”. 

(c)(1) Section 305(d) of the National Aeronautics and Space 

Act of 1958 (42 U.S.C. 2457(d)) is amended— 

(A) by striking out “a Board of Patent Interferences” 
and inserting in lieu thereof “the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences”; and 

(B) by striking out “the Board of Patent Interferences” 
and inserting in lieu thereof “the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences”. 

(2) Section 305(e) of the National Aeronautics and Space 
Act of 1958 (42 U.S.C. 2457(e)) is amended by striking out “a 
Board of Patent Interferences” and inserting in lieu thereof “the 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences”. 
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SAVINGS PROVISION 


SEC. 206. Any individual who, on the effective date of this 
title, is an examiner-in-chief of the Board of Patent Appeals of 
the Patent and Trademark Office or an examiner of interferences 
of the Board of Patent Interferences of such office shall be 
entitled to continue in office as a member of the Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences of the Patent and Trademark Office 
as of such effective date. 


EFFECTIVE DATE 
SEC. 207. Section 206 of this Act and the amendments made 


by this title shall take effect three months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 


TITLE Ill— NATIONAL COMMISSION ON 
INNOVATION AND PRODUCTIVITY 


ESTABLISHMENT 
SEC. 301. There is hereby established a National Commis- 
sion on Innovation and Productivity (hereinafter in this title 


referred to as the “Commission’”). 


MEMBERSHIP OF COMMISSION 


SEC. 302. (a) The Commission shall be composed of 


(1) three Members of the Senate appointed by the President 
of the Senate; 

(2) three Members of the House of Representatives apointed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives; and 

(3) three members appointed by the President of the United 

States, one of whom the President shall designate as Chair- 

man. 

Of the members appointed by the President, one member should 
be an appropriate officer or employee of the United States, one 
member should be an employer who employs inventors, and 
one member should be an employed inventor. 

(b) At no time shall more than two of the members appointed 
under paragraph (1), (2), or (3) of subsection (a) be persons who 
are members of the same political party. 

(c) Any vacancy in the Commission shall not affect its powers 
but shall be filled in the same manner in which the original 
appointment was made, and subject to the limimtation set forth 
in subsection (b) with respect to the original appointment. 

(d) Six members of the Commission shall constitute a quo- 
rum, but a lesser number may conduct hearings. 


DUTIES OF THE COMMISSION 


SEC. 303. The Commission shall make a full and complete 
review and study of the level of innovation and producitivity 
of employed inventors. Such study shall include an analysis of 
the various methods available to inspire or stimulate individual 
and corporate innovation and productivity, including an assess- 
ment of the techniques used in other countries to achieve this 
objective. Such study may include an assessment of those aspects 
of other areas of intellectual property law that inspire or stimulate 
such innovation and productivity. The Commission shall make 
recomendations for such revisions of the laws of the United 
States, including the repeal of unnecessary or undesirable stat- 
utes, and such other changes as the Commission considers will 
better foster innovation and productivity. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS OF THE COMMISSION 


SEC. 304. (a) A member of the Commission who is a Member 
of Congress or a full-time officer or employee of the United 
States shall receive no additional compensation by reason of 
his or her service on the Commission. 

(b) Subject to amounts provided in advance in appropriations 
Acts, a member of the Commission from private life shall receive 
the daily equivalent of the annual rate of basic pay payable for 
level Ill of the Executive Schedule for each day (including 
traveltime) during which such member is engaged in the actual 
performance of duties vested in the Commission, plus reim- 
bursement for travel, subsistence, and other necessary expenses 
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incurred in the performance of such duties, in accordance with 
subchapter I of chapter 57 of title 5, United States Code. 


DIRECTOR AND STAFF 


SEC. 305. (a) The Commission shall have a Director who 
shall be appointed by the Commission and who shall be paid 
at a rate not to exceed the rate of basic pay payable for level 
IV of the Executive Schedule. The Director, subject to the 
direction of the Commission, shall supervise the activities of 
persons emloyed by the Commission and the preparation of the 
reports of the Commission and shall perform such other duties 
as may be assigned to the Director by the Commission. 

(b) The Commission may appoint and fix the pay of such 
additional personnel as it considers appropriate. 

(c) The staff of the Commission may be appointed without 
regard to the provisions of title 5, United States Code, governing 
appointments in the competitive service, and may be paid without 
regard to the provisions of chapter 51 and subchapter III of 
chapter 53 of such title relating to classification and General 
Schedule pay rates, except that no individual so appointed may 
receive pay in excess of the maximum annual rate of basic pay 
payable for GS— 16 of the General Schedule. 

(d) The Chairman of the Commission may procure temporary 
and intermittent services under section 3109(b) of title 5, United 
States Code. 


GOVERNMENT AGENCY COOPERATION 


SEC. 306. The Commission is authorized to request from 
any department, agency, or independent instrumentality of the 
Government any information and assistance it considers nec- 
essary to carry out its functions under this title. Each such 
department, agency, and instrumentality is authorized to coop- 
erate with the Commission and, to the extent permitted by law, 
to furnish such information and assistance to the Commission. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSION; TERMINATION 


SEC. 307. The Commission shall submit interim reports on 
its activities to the President and the Congress at such times as 
the Commission considers appropriate, except that at least one 
such report shall be so submitted within one year after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. The Commission shall submit its 
final report on its activities to the President and the Congress 
within two years after such date of enactment. The Commission 
shall cease to exist sixty days after the date of the submission 
of its final report. 


ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 
SEC. 308. The General Services Administration shall provide 
administrative services for the Commission on a reimbursable 
basis. 


AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS 


SEC. 309. There is authorized to be appropriated $250,000 
to carry out this title. 


EFFECTIVE DATE 


SEC. 310. This title shall take effect on January 21, 1985. 


TITLE IV— MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 
INTERNATIONAL STAGE 


SEC. 401. (a) Section 361(d) of title 35, United States Code, 
is amended in the first sentence by inserting “or within one 
month after the date of such filing” after “application”. 

(b) Section 366 of title 35, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 

(A) by inserting “after the date of withdrawal,” after 
“effect”; and 

(B) by inserting before the period the following: “, 
unless a claim for the benefit of a prior filing date under 
section 365(c) of this part was made in a national 
application, or an international application designating 
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the United States, filed before the date of such with 
drawal”; and 

(2) in the second sentence by inserting “withdrawn” after 
“such”. 


NATIONAL STAGE 


SEC. 402. (a) Section 371 (a) of title 35, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) by striking out “is” and inserting in lieu thereof “may 
be”; and 
(2) by striking out”, except those filed in the Patent Office”. 

(b) Section 371(b) of title 35, United States Code, is amended 
to read as follows: 

“(b) Subject to subsection (f) of this section, the national stage 
shall commence with the expiration of the applicable time limit 
under article 22(1) or (2) of the treaty.” 

(c) Section 371(c)(2) of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by striking out “received from” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “communicated by”; and 
(2) by striking out “verified” before “translation”. 

(d) Section 37 1(d) of title 35, United States Code, is amended 
to read as follows: 

“(d) The requirements with respect to the national fee referred 
to in subsection (c)(1), the translation referred to in subsection 
(c)(2), and the oath or declaration referred to in subsection (c)(4) 
of this section shall be complied with by the date of the com- 
mencement of the national stage or by such later time as may 
be fixed by the Commissioner. The copy of the international 
application referred to in subsection (c)(2) shall be submitted 
by the date of the commencement of the national stage. Failure 
to comply with these requirements shall be regarded as aban- 
donment of the application by the parties thereof, unless it be 
shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that such failure 
to comply was unavoidable. The payment of a surcharge may 
be required as a condition of accepting the national fee referred 
to in subsection (c)(1) or the oath or declaration referred to in 
subsection (c)(4) of this section if these requirements are not 
met by the date of the commencement of the national stage. The 
requirements of subsection (c)(3) of this section shall be complied 
with by the date of the commencement of the national stage, 
and failure to do so shall be regarded as a cancellation of the 
amendments to the claims in the international application made 
under article 19 of the treaty.”. 

(e) Section 372(b) of title 35, United States Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking out the period at the end of paragraph (2) 
and inserting in lieu thereof “; and”; and 
(2) by adding at the end thereof the following: 


"(3) the Commissioner may require a verification of the 
translation of the international application or any other docu- 
ment pertaining to the application if the application or other 
document was filed in a language other than English.”. 

(f) Section 372 of title 35, United States Code, is amended 
by striking out subsection (c). 

(g) Section 376(a) of title 35, United States Code, is amended 
by striking out paragraph (5) and redesignating paragraph (6) 
as paragraph (5). 


TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS 


SEC. 403. (a) Title 35, United States Code, is amended by 
striking out “Patent Office” each place it appears and inserting 
in lieu thereof “Patent and Trademark Office”. 

(b) The table of parts at the beginning of title 35, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end thereof the following: 


“TV. Patent Cooperation Treaty ................cccssssssesseeseeeeess | 
PATENT FEES 


SEC. 404. (a) Notwithstanding section 41 of title 35, United 
States Code, as in effect before the enactment of Public Law 
97 247 (96 Stat. 317), no fee shall be collected for maintaining 
a plant patent in force. 

(b) Notwithstanding section 41(c) of title 35, United States 
Code, as in effect before the enactment of Public Law 97-247 
(96 Stat. 317), the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
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may accept, after the six-month grace period referred to in such 
section 41(c), the payment of any maintenance fee due on any 
patent based on an application filed in the Patent and Trademark 
Office on or after December 12, 1980, and before August 27, 
1982, to the same extent as in the case of patents based on 
applications filed in the Patent and Trademark Office on or after 
August 27, 1982. 


TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 


SEC. 405. Section 3 of title 35, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end thereof the following: 


“(e) The members of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
of the Patent and Trademark Office shall each be paid at a 
rate not to exceed the maximum rate of basic pay payable 


for GS- 16 of the General Schedule under section 5332 of title 
as 


EFFECTIVE DATE 


SEC. 406. (a) Section 404 of this Act and the amendments 
made by section 403 of this Act shall take effect on the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) The amendments made by sections 401, 402, and of this 
Act shall take effect six months after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 


[1050 OG 316] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1, Part 5 and Part 10 
[Docket No. 920779-3226] 
RIN 0651-AA34 


Miscellaneous Changes in Patent Practice 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 
Action: Final Rule. 
Summary : The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent cases to: expand the authority 
to sign a terminal disclaimer in a patent application or a dis- 
claimer in a patent; eliminate some formal requirements for an 
appeal brief for an appellant appearing without counsel; prohibit 
fee extensions of time to file reply briefs and requests for oral 
hearing; clarify the requirements for claiming foreign priority; 
specify the manner in which the fee deficiency is computed when 
applicants seek to correct an error in claiming small entity status; 
and correct errors in published regulations. 
Effective Date: Jan. 3, 1994. The time periods and extension of 
time provisions of §§ 1.193 and 1.194 for filing reply briefs and 
requests for oral hearing will be applicable where the examiner's 
answer was mailed on or after the effective date. 
For Further Information Contact : Abraham Hershkovitz by 
telephone at (703) 305-9282, or by facsimile transmission at 
(703) 305-8825, or by mail marked to his attention and addressed 
to: Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Supplementary Information : Ina Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register at 57 FR 43412 (September 21, 
1992) and in the Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette at 
1143 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 33-40 (October 13, 1992), the Office 
proposed to amend several rules of practice in patent and trade- 
mark cases. This rulemaking includes changes in § 1.9(d) which 
were not part of the proposed rules. The changes in § 1.9(d) were 
made in order to update the information pertaining to establish- 
ing small entity status as a small business. No substantive 
changes have been made in § | .9(d). The proposed rule requiring 
that the specification of a design application describe the nature 
and intended use of the article being claimed has been with- 
drawn. Additionally, the proposed rule prohibiting a fee exten- 
sion of time to file corrected drawings after allowance has been 
withdrawn. 

Written comments were submitted by 13 firms, one associa- 
tion and one individual. An oral hearing was not conducted. 
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The following includes a discussion of the rules being changed 
and the reasons for those changes and an analysis of the com- 
ments received in response to the notice of proposed rulemaking. 


Discussion of Specific Sections to be Changed or Added: 
(1) Definitions (Section 1.9) 


Section 1.9(d) is amended in order to update the information 
therein regarding the regulations of the Small Business Admin- 
istration (SBA). The SBA’s rule for defining a small business has 
been modified. Section 1.9(d) will no longer repeat the SBA rule 
in its entirety. Rather, § 1.9(d), as adopted, contains a short 
summary of the SBA definitions. The size limit of 500 employ- 
ees (including those of its affiliates) for a small business concern 
has not been changed. Information on size standards for a small 
business concern may be obtained from the Small Business 
Administration by calling (202) 205-6618, or by writing to: 
Small Business Administration, Size Standards Staff, 409 Third 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20416. 


(2) Copies of Papers (Section 1.13) 


Section 1.13(a) is amended to clarify that the paragraph 
pertains to non-certified copies, and that copies of patents, 
trademark registrations and other papers within the jurisdiction 
of the Office, as opposed to being within the jurisdiction of 
another agency, may be obtained from the Office upon payment 
of the fee therefor. 

Section 1.13(b) is amended to clarify that certified copies of 
the above items may be obtained from the Office upon payment 
of the fee for a certified copy. 


(3) Patent Applications Preserved in Secrecy (Section 1.14) 


Section |.14(b) is amended to correct a typographical error in 
that the second and third sentences of this section were inadvert- 
ently deleted during an earlier revision of this section. See 50 
Fed. Reg. 9378 (March 7, 1985) and 1053 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 


10-26 (April 2, 1985). Section 1.14(b) is amended by restoring 
the deleted sentences and by changing, in the first sentence, the 
plural “applicants” to the singular “applicant”. 


(4) Effect on Fees of Failure to Establish Status, or Change 
Status, as Small Entity (Section 1.28) 


Section 1.28(c) is amended to reflect Office practice in calcu- 
lating fee deficiencies when fees have been improperly paid as 
a small entity. The Office receives deficiency payments that 
differ based on varying interpretations of § 1.28(c). Some simply 
double the small entity fee in effect when the fee was originally 
paid in error in the small entity amount, while others compute the 
difference between the fee already paid and the other than small 
entity fee level in effect at the time the deficiency is paid. The 
Office requires payments to be based on fee levels in effect at the 
time the other than small entity fee is paid. 

Since 1989, fee levels have been adjusted annually. In view of 
these adjustments, there are frequently situations where the fee 
amount has changed since it was originally paid erroneously at 
the small entity rate. Calculation of deficiency amounts based on 
fee levels in effect at the time the deficiency is paid conforms 
with the general concept that fees to be paid are those in effect at 
the time of receipt of the fees. Section 1.28(c) is amended to 
reflect this practice of calculating the amount of the deficiency 
based on the fee level in effect at the time of the deficiency 
payment. 


(5) Claim for Foreign Priority (Section 1.55) 


Section 1.55(a) is amended to incorporate the limitations of 35 
U.S.C. 119, which provides that the claim for priority and the 
appropriate copy of the foreign application must be filed before 
the patent is granted. Additionally, some applicants did not 
realize that submission of priority papers after payment of the 
issue fee, but before the grant of the patent, required the filing of 
a petition to accept submission of priority papers after payment 
of the issue fee. After a patent is granted, applicants may still be 
able to establish priority benefits by filing a reissue application 
to correct the failure to perfect the claim for priority. Brenner v. 
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State of Israel, 400 F.2d 789, 158 USPQ 584 (D.C. Cir. 1968). 
Section 1.55(a) lists separately those instances when priority 
documents must be filed prior to payment of the issue fee to 
receive the benefit of the filing date of a prior foreign application. 
Furthermore, § 1.55(a) is amended to clarify when a verified 
English language translation of priority application not in the 
English language must be filed and to require a statement from 
the translator that the translation of the priority document is 
accurate. Krenitsky v. Utagawa, 215 USPQ 713 (Comm’r Pat. 
1981). 


(6) Claiming Benefit of Earlier Filing Date and Cross Refer- 
ences to other Applications (Section 1.78) 


Section |.78(a) is amended to correct a typographical error. In 
the reference to the fee in § 1.21(1), the letter (1) should have 
appeared instead of the numeral (1). Section 1.78(a) is further 
amended to be consistent with § 1.5(a), by permitting the iden- 
tification of the prior application by application number or serial 
number and filing date. 


(7) Prohibition of Fee Extensions of Time (Section 1.136(a)) 


Section |.136(a) is amended by adding two additional situa- 
tions in which applicants would no longer be able to use fee 
extensions. Section |.136(a) is rearranged so that referenced 
sections appear in numerical order. The new prohibitions will 
apply to situations where the request to extend the time is: (1) to 
permit filing reply briefs under § 1.193(b); and (2) to permit 
filing requests for oral hearing under § 1.194(b) before the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences (Board). Fee extensions of 
time to file reply briefs or requests for oral hearing delay transfer 
of jurisdiction of the appeal to the Board and unnecessarily delay 
final disposition of the appeal. 

The Office has considered changing the practice to require 
payment of the fee and filing the request for an extension of time 
before the period set for response expires in the situations 
addressed in this rulemaking, but did not adopt that approach 
because of the complexity that it would introduce into the 
system. 

Under the previous rules, applicants could request a maxi- 
mum four-month extension of time under §1.136(a) to file reply 
briefs or request oral hearings. Since the backlog of cases 
awaiting a decision by the Board has been reduced, these exten- 
sion requests have resulted in unnecessary delays in transmitting 
appeals to the Board and increased pendency of applications. 
The periods specified in §§ 1.193(b) and 1.194(b), as adopted, 
are considered sufficient to file a reply brief or request an oral 
hearing. Extensions of time for cause may be available under § 
1.136(b). Therefore, § 1.136(a) is amended to prohibit fee 
extensions of time to file a reply brief or request an oral hearing. 


(8) Appeal to the Board of Patent appeals and Interferences 
(Section 1.191) 


Section 1.191(d) is amended to be consistent with the changes 
to § 1.136(a). 


(9) Appellant’s Brief (Section 1.192) 


Sections 1.192(a) and (d) are amended by moving the last 
sentence of current § 1.192(d) to §1.192(a) to highlight that the 
Board may refuse consideration of any arguments or authorities 
not included in the brief. 

Section 1.192(c) is amended to eliminate some of the formal 
requirements for an appeal brief for a pro se appellant, that is, an 
appellant appearing without counsel. An appellant appearing 
without counsel means there is no attorney or agent of record in 
the application or reexamination proceeding, the brief was not 
prepared by a registered practitioner, and the brief was not signed 
by a registered practitioner. Paragraph (c) is amended to allow a 
pro se appellant’s brief to be accepted provided it is at least in 
substantial compliance with the requirements of subparagraphs 
(1), (2), (6) and (7) of paragraph (c). If a pro se appellant’s brief 
is accepted, it will be presumed that a rejected group of claims 
stand or fall together unless an argument is included in the brief 
that presents reasons as to why appellant considers one or more 
claims in the rejected group of claims to be separately patentable 
from the other claims in the group. 
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(10) Examiner’s Answer (Section 1.193) 


Section 1.193(b) is amended to clarify the consequence of 
failure to file a reply brief in response to an expressly stated new 
ground of rejection made in an examiner's answer. The failure to 
file a reply brief will result in dismissal of the appeal as to the 
claims made subject to the expressly stated new ground of 
rejection. If the dismissal of the appeal applies to all claims in the 
application, the application will be abandoned. Additionally, 
this section is amended to change the period for filing a reply 
brief to two months from the date of the examiner’s answer, 
regardless of whether the examiner’s answer includes a new 
ground of rejection. The change to two months will avoid 
confusion in those cases in which there is a disagreement as to 
whether the examiner’s answer in fact states a new ground of 
rejection and will provide an adequate period of time to file a 
reply brief without the need to request an extension of time. 
Finally, this section is amended to be consistent with the changes 
to § 1.136(a). 


(11) Oral Hearing (Section 1.194) 


Section |.194(b) is amended to be consistent with the changes 
to § 1.136(a). Under the previous rule, if a new ground of 
rejection was made in an examiner’s answer, two months were 
permitted for filing a reply brief and, if a reply brief was filed, an 
applicant was permitted three months after the date of filing a 
reply brief to file a request for an oral hearing. In order to provide 
a more consistent approach vis-a-vis time periods for filing reply 
briefs and requests for oral hearing and to permit earlier deci- 
sions of issues on appeal, the period for filing a request for oral 
hearing has been changed to two (2) months from the date of an 
examiner’ s answer, regardless of whether the examiner’s answer 
includes a new ground of rejection. This period should be 
sufficient to request an oral hearing without the need to request 
an extension of time. 


(12) Decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interfer- 
ences (Section 1.196) 


Section 1.196(f) is amended to refer to § 1.550(c) for exten- 
sions of time in reexamination proceedings. 


(13) Action Following Decision (Section 1.197) 


Section 1.197(b) is amended to refer to § 1.550(c) for exten- 
sions of time in reexamination proceedings. 


(14) Amendments After Allowance (Section 1.312) 


Section 1.312(b) is amended to clarify that the fee required for 
a petition under this section is that specified in § 1.17(i)(1). 


(15) Statutory Disclaimers, Including Terminal Disclaimers 
(Section 1.321). 


The title of section 1.321 is amended to clarify that this section 
applies to terminal disclaimers, as well as to statutory disclaimers 
in general. Section | .321 is further amended to permit the signing 
of a disclaimer in a patent by the patentee, or an attorney or agent 
of record, whereas, persons permitted to sign a disclaimer in a 
patent application will be any person specified in § 1.33(a)(1)- 
(4). The person signing the disclaimer must state the present 
extent of the disclaiming party’s (i.e., patentee’s or assignee’s) 
interest in the patent or patent application. Naturally, a dis- 
claimer signed on behalf of a party who no longer has an 
ownership interest in the patent or patent application cannot be 
accepted since 35 U.S.C. 253 requires a disclaimer to be signed 
by the owner of the whole or any sectional interest in the patent 
or patent application. 

Section 253 of Title 35 of the United States Code states that 
disclaimer of any complete claim in a patent may be made by the 
patentee. Furthermore, any terminal part of the patent granted or 
to be granted may be disclaimed by the patentee, or applicant, 
respectively. It was the recent policy of the Office to accept 
disclaimers only if signed by the owner of record. This policy 
was too restrictive in that it precluded authorized patent practi- 
tioners from signing disclaimers. Furthermore, it was often 
difficult to ascertain whether the person signing was in fact an 
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officer of the entity owning rights to the application. Accord- 
ingly, the rules as adopted, permit an attorney or agent of record 
to sign terminal disclaimers. 

If the patent or patent application is assigned to an organiza- 
tion, such as a corporation, partnership, university, Government 
agency, or similar entity, and the disclaimer is signed by the 
assignee, the assignee must comply with § 3.73(b). See “Taking 
Action in a Patent Matter Before the Office by the Assignee 
under 37 CFR 3.73”, at 1150 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 62 (May 25, 
1993). However, the rules, as adopted, permit an attorney or 
agent of record to sign a terminal disclaimer without the need to 
comply with § 3.73(b). Paragraph (a) of this section is further 
amended to refer only to disclaimers filed in patents. The Office 
does not record a disclaimer of part of a claim or claims. Hence, 
paragraph (a) of this section is amended to indicate that a 
disclaimer which does not disclaim a complete claim or claims 
will be refused recordation, rather than “may be refused recorda- 
tion” as the rule read previously. 

Paragraph (b) of this section is amended to refer only to 
terminal disclaimers filed in a patent application. Section |.321(b) 
is also amended to include a reminder that the disclaimer is 
binding upon the grantee and its successors or assigns. 

Paragraph (c) of this section incorporates the language of 
former paragraph (b) of this section concerning terminal dis- 
claimers to obviate a double patenting rejection. This paragraph 
also includes reference to terminal disclaimers filed in reexami- 
nation proceedings for the same purpose. 


(16) Publication of Notice of Proposed Amendments (Section 
1.352(a)) 


Section 1.352(a) is amended to delete the language “and in 
other cases whenever practicable” so that the Office may engage 
in expedited rulemaking when publication of a notice of pro- 
posed amendments to regulations is not required by law. 


(17) Time for Payment of Maintenance Fees (Section 1.362) 


Section 1.362 is amended to clarify applicability and due dates 
for payment of maintenance fees. Paragraph (c)(3) of § 1.362 
indicates that the actual filing date of a continuing application 
determines applicability of maintenance fees, while paragraph 
(c)(4) indicates that in the case of a reissue application, the filing 
date of the original non-reissue application determines applica- 
bility of maintenance fees. Some patentees and patent practitio- 
ners expressed confusion with respect to applicability of main- 
tenance fees in the case of a continuing application of a reissue 
application. Uncertainty has been expressed as to whether this 
type of application would fall within paragraph (c) (3) or (c) (4). 
The amendment to § 1.362(c)(4) clarifies that continuing reissue 
application of a reissue application is subject to maintenance fees 
only if the original (non-reissue) patent would be subject to such 
fees. These amendments also remove any confusion that may 
have existed with regard to the due dates for payment of main- 
tenance fees in reissued patents by adding § 1.362(h) to specify 
that the due dates for payment of maintenance fees in such 
reissued patents are computed from the date of grant of the 
original (non-reissue) patent. The due dates for payment of 
maintenance fees in a reissued patent are computed from the date 
of grant of the original (non-reissue) patent. Note the distinction 
between a continuing reissue application of a reissue applica- 
tion, and a regular continuing application of a reissue application 
as discussed /n re Bauman, 683 F.2d 405, 214 USPQ 585 (CCPA 
1982). 

In a notice entitled “Revision of Patent and Trademark Fees” 
published in the Federal Register at 56 FR 65142 (December 13, 
1991), the Office announced an amendment to its rules of 
practice. Included in that notice was a change to paragraph (e) of 
§ 1.362 which was not intended. See 56 FR at 65146. The portion 
of paragraph (e) which was not intended to be amended is 
changed back to its earlier version. 


(18) Request by Applicant for Interference With Patent (Sec- 
tion 1.6077) 


Section 1.607(a)(5) (i) is amended to correct a typographical 
error in the spelling of the word “count”. 


(19) Export of Technical data (Section 5.19) 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


Section 5.19(a) is amended to correct the citations set forth in 
the rule and to update the name of the office in the Department 
of Commerce. 

(20) Sharing legai fees (Section 10.48) 

Section 10.48(b) is amended to correct a typographical error 
in the spelling of the word “deceased”. 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


The comments received in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking have been given careful consideration and a number 
of the suggested modifications have been adopted. The com- 
ments and responses are discussed below. 


Comment: One comment inquired as to why the phrase by 
“serial number and filing date” was used in § 1.78(a), where as 
the phrase “application number (consisting of the series code and 
serial number, e.g., 07/123,456), or the serial number and filing 
date” was used in § 1.5(a). 

Response: The inconsistency has been removed by having 
section 1.78(a) changed to use terminology consistent with § 
1.5(a). 

Comment: A number of comments directed to § 1.85(c) 
expressed concern that applications would become abandoned 
as a result of the proposal that fee extensions of time under § 
1.136(a) could not be obtained for filing corrected drawings. 

Response: The proposal that fee extensions of time under § 
1.136(a) not be permitted for filing corrected drawings has been 
withdrawn. 

Comment: Regarding § 1.85(c), one comment recommended 
that the Notice of Draftman’s Patent Drawing Review (PTOL- 
948) include seperate boxes for each drawing objection (e.g., a 
seperate box foreach of “pale,” “rough,” “blurred,” and “jagged”); 
that drafting personnel be better trained to more completely 
communicate the objection to any particular drawing; and that 
the Notice of Allowability indicate for which specific figure 
formal drawings are required. 

Response: The proposed rule changed to § 1.85(c) has been 
withdrawn. Questions conce ning the Notice of Draftman’s 
Patent Drawing Review may he referred to the Official Draftman 
at (703) 305-8335, and questions concerning any requirement 
on a Notice of Allowability should be directed to the examiner. 

Comment: Regarding §§ 1.153 and 1.154, a number of com- 
ments objected to the proposed requirement that the specifica- 
tion of a design application contain a statement of the nature and 
intended use of the article claimed. 

Response: The proposed rule change regarding §§ 1.153 and 
1.154 has been withdrawn. The Office will continue its current 
practice of mailing a request for information where the nature or 
intended use of the article is not evident in the application file. 

Comment: Regarding § 1.153, one comment stated that the 
language of the proposed rule is unclear as to whether an abstract 
is required. The comment recommended that the Office should 
require an abstract and require it to provide the necessary 
information. 

Response: As discussed above, the proposed rule change 
regarding §§ 1.153 and 1.154 has been withdrawn. The present 
rules do not require an Abstract. Suggestions concerning this 
issue may be directed to the Director of Examining Grdup 2900. 

Comment: Regarding §§ 1.193(b) and 1.194(b), one comment 
opposed the elimination of fee extensions in the filing of reply 
briefs and requests for oral hearings, as one month, while often 
a sufficient time to file a reply brief, is insufficient where counsel 
must communicate with a patent department or foreign 
applicants, especially where there is a delay between the time 
the Office mails the communication and it is received by coun- 
sel. 

Response: The period for filing a reply brief or request for oral 
hearing has been changed to two months from the date of the 
examiner’s answer. The period was extended to two months in 
this rulemaking, as adopted, to provide appellants adequate time 
to take appropriate action, and to provide a uniform period in the 
rules to file a reply brief or request an oral hearing. Extensions of 
time for cause under § 1.136(b) will be available for those rare 
situations when an extension is necessary. 

Comment: Regarding §§ 1.193(b) and 1.194(b), one comment 
opposed the elimination of fee extensions in the filing of reply 
briefs and requests for oral hearings, as a one-month period for 
response is insufficient for sole practitioners and persons who do 
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not maintain offices for the sole purpose of responding to Office 
communications. 

Response: As discussed above, the period for filing a reply 
brief or request for oral hearing has been changed to two months 
from the date of the examiner’s answer. This two-month period 
should be an adequate period of time for filing a reply brief or a 
request for an oral hearing. Extensions of time for cause under § 
1.136(b) will be available for those rare situations when an 
extension is necessary. 

Comment: Regarding §§ 1.193(b) and 1.194(b), one comment 
deemed it reasonable and necessary that the Board have at its 
disposal all possible arguments. The refusal to enter a reply brief 
was characterized as an impediment to a decision based upon a 
complete record. Additionally, the comment argued that the 
refusal to enter a reply brief would result in attempts to enter the 
arguments under another guise, such as during oral argument or 
by filing a memorandum of oral argument. 

Response: An appellant should present all arguments for 
patentability in the appeal brief. A reply brief should not be 
necessary to present a complete record, and would be inappro- 
priate except in those case where the examiner has introduced a 
new point of argument or new ground of rejection in the 
examiner’s answer. 

Comment: Regarding §§ 1.193(b) and 1 194(b), one comment 
noted that fee extensions for filing reply briefs and requests for 
oral hearings do not create any more of a delay in the final 
disposition of an appeal than a fee extension for filing the Notice 
of Appeal or the brief in support of the appeal. 

Response: The comment reflects a misunderstanding of the 
appeal process and the handling of applications in which an 
appeai has been filed. Under the existing rules before this 
rulemaking, appellants were able, with the maximum four- 
month fee extension, to file reply briefs or request oral hearings 
up to six months after an examiner’s answer. As a result, appeals 
otherwise ready for a decision were either held in the examining 
group for that period of time before transmittal to the Board or 
when transmitted to the Board earlier, were occasionally acted 
upon by a Board panel before the reply briefs or requests for oral 
hearing were filed, requiring the Board to vacate its decision. As 
the backlog of appeals awaiting a decision by the Board has been 
reduced, retaining applications in the examining group has 
resulted in unnecessarily prolonging the pendency of applica- 
tions. Under the rules as adopted, appellants are generally given 
more time (two months instead of one month) to file a reply brief 
or request an oral hearing, and the Office minimizes the delay 
necessary before transmitting the appeal to the Board for deci- 
sion. 

Comment: Regarding § 1.193(b), one comment stated that an 
appeal should not be dismissed for failure to file a reply brief to 
anew ground of rejection made in the examiner’s answer, unless 
the examiner’s answer expressly states that there is anew ground 
of rejection. The comment suggests that this rule should recite “If 
the examiner’s answer expressly states a new ground of rejection 
is being made....” 

Response: The proposal has been adopted to the extent that the 
final rule, as adopted, states “If the examiner’s answer expressly 
states that it includes a new ground of rejection, appellant must 
file a reply thereto within two months from the date of such 
answer to avoid dismissal of the appeal as to the claims subject 
to the new ground of rejection.” 

Comment: Regarding § 1.193(b), one comment recommended 
that appellants should be given three months to respond to a 
new ground of rejection in an examiner’s answer, as the cur- 
rent two-month time period is inadequate, and this period would 
be equal to the period given for response to rejections under § 
1.106. 

Response: This recommendation is not adopted. The Office 
experience has shown that the two-month period from the date of 
an examiner’s answer has been an adequate period of time for 
filing a reply brief in response to a new ground of rejection. Also, 
it is desirable to set a uniform period of time in the rules to file a 
reply brief. Extensions of time for cause under § | .136(b) will be 
available for those rare situations when an extension is neces- 


Comment: One comment recommended that appellants should 
be permitted to obtain fee extensions where the examiner’s 
answer includes a new ground of rejection. 

Response: This recommendation is not adopted. As indicated 
above, fee extensions for filing reply briefs have resulted in 
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unnecessarily prolonging the pendency of applications. Exten- 
sions of time for cause under § 1.136(b) will be available for 
those rare situations when an extension is nec a 

Comment: Regarding §§ 1.193(b) and 1.194(b), one comment 
suggested that the rule be modified to permit the filing of a 
request for an oral hearing concurrently with a reply brief as one 
cannot appropriately determine the necessity for an oral hearing 
until a reply brief is drafted. 

Response: Under the proposed rules, the time period for filing 
a request for an oral hearing was the later of one month from the 
date of an examiner’s answer, or the date of filing a timely reply 
brief. Under the rules as adopted, an appellant has two months 
from the date of the examiner’s answer to file a reply brief and 
request an oral hearing. Therefore, a request for oral hearing may 
be filed concurrently with a reply brief. 

Comment: Regarding § 1.312, one comment recommended 
that amendments under § 1.312 be processed expeditiously, as 
the current system for the processing of such amendments is 
inadequate. 

Response: Examiners are instructed to act promptly on all 
amendments under § 1.312. Any problems should be brought to 
the attention of the Group Director. 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The rule changes are in conformity with the requirements of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The — 
impact of these changes is to permit persons other than the 
assignee of a patent application or patent to sign certain disclaim- 
ers, incorporate existing Office policy into the regulations and 
eliminate the opportunity to pay for extensions of time in certain 
situations where the extensions substantially interfere with the 
efficient operation of the Office. 

The Office has determined that this rule change is not a major 
rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on the 
economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no major 
increase in costs or prices for consumers; individuals; industries; 
Federal, state or local government agencies; or geographic 
regions. There will be no significant adverse effects on compe- 
tition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or on 
the ability of United States-based enterprises to compete with 
foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

The Office has also determined that this notice has no Feder- 
alism implications affecting the relationship between the Na- 
tional Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

These rule changes contain collection-of-information require- 
ments subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 
U.S.C. 3501 et seg., which has previously been approved by the 
Office of Management and Budget under Control No. 0651- 
0011. Public reporting burden for these collections of informa- 
tion is estimated to average 0.1 hours each for fee extensions of 
time under § 1.136(a), and 0.2 hours each for disclaimers under 
§ 1.321, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching 
existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, 
and completing and reviewing the collection of information. 
Send comments regarding these burden estimates, or any other 
aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions 
for reducing the burden, to Abraham Hershkovitz, Office of the 
Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, Washington, 
D.C. 20231, and to the Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs, Office of Management and Budget, Washingion, D.C. 
20503 (ATTN: Paperwork Reduction Act Project No. 0651- 
0031). 


LIST OF SUBJECTS 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Freedom of informa- 
tion, Inventions and patents, Reporting and recordkeeping re- 
quirements. 
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37 CFR Part 5 


Classified information, Exports, Foreign relations, Inventions 
and patents. 


37 CFR Part 10 


Administrative practice and procedure, Conflicts of interest, 
Courts, Inventions and patents, Lawyers. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, Parts 1, 5 and 10 of title 
37 of the Code of Federal Regulations are amended as set forth 
below. 


PART | - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read as 
follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 
2. Section 1.9, paragraph (d) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.9 Definitions. 


ee 


(d) A small business concern as used in this chapter means any 
business concern as defined by the regulations of the Small 
Business Administration in 13 CFR 121.1301 through 121.1305, 
which define a small business concern as one whose number of 
employees, including those of its affiliates, does not exceed 500 
persons and which has not assigned, granted, conveyed, or 
licensed, and is under no obligation under contract or law to 
assign, grant, convey or license, any rights in the invention to any 
person who could not be classified as an independent inventor if 
that person had made the invention, or to any concern which 
would not qualify as a small business concern or a nonprofit 
organization under this section. Questions related to size stan- 
dards for a small business concern may be directed to: Small 
Business Administration, Size Standards Staff, 409 Third Street, 
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20416. 


(e) eK 


3. Section 1.13 is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.13 Copies and certified copies. 


(a) Non-certified copies of patents and trademark registrations 
and of any records, books, papers, or drawings within the 
jurisdiction of the Patent and Trademark Office and open to the 
public, will be furnished by the Patent and Trademark Office to 
any person, and copies of other records or papers will be fur- 
nished to persons entitled thereto, upon payment of the fee 
therefor. 

(b) Certified copies of the patents and trademark registrations 
and of any records, books, papers, or drawings within the 
jurisdiction of the Patent and Trademark Office and open to the 
public or persons entitled thereto will be authenticated by the seal 
of the Patent and Trademark Office and certified by the Commis- 
sioner, or in his name attested by an officer of the Patent and 
Trademark Office authorized by the Commissioner, upon pay- 
ment of the fee for the certified copy. 


4. Section 1.14, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows: 


$1.14 Patent applications preserved in secrecy. 


*_* &£* * 


(b) Except as provided in § 1.11(b) abandoned applications 
are likewise not open to public inspection, except that if an 
application referred to in a U.S. patent, or in an application in 
which the applicant has filed an authorization to open the 
complete application to the public, is abandoned and is available, 
it may be inspected or copies obtained by any person on written 
request, without notice to the applicant. Complete applications 
(§ 1.51(a)) which are abandoned may be destroyed after 20 years 
from their filing date, except those to which particular attention 
has been called and which have been marked for preservation. 
Abandoned applications will not be returned. 


5. Section 1.28, paragraph (c) is revised to read as follows: 
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§1.28 Effect on fees of failure to establish status, or change 
status, as a small entity. 


*e eH 


(c) If status as a small entity is established in good faith, and 
fees as a small entity are paid in good faith, in any application or 
patent, and it is later discovered that such status as a small entity 
was established in error or that through error the Patent and 
Trademark Office was not notified of a change in status as 
required by paragraph (b) of this section, the error will be 
excused (1) if any deficiency between the amount paid and the 
amount due is paid within three months after the date the error 
occurred or (2) if any deficiency between the amount paid and 
the amount due is paid more than three months after the date the 
error occurred and the payment is accompanied by a statement 
explaining how the error in good faith occurred and how and 
when the error was discovered. The statement must be a verified 
statement if made by a person not registered to practice before 
the Patent and Trademark Office. The deficiency is based on the 
amount of the fee, for other than a small entity, in effect at the 
time the deficiency is paid in full. 


eeREE 


6. Section 1.55, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.55 Claim for foreign priority. 


(a) An applicant may claim the benefit of the filing date of a 
prior foreign application under the conditions specified in 35 
U.S.C. 119 and 172. The claim to priority need be in no special 
form and may be made by the attorney or agent if the foreign 
application is referred to in the oath or declaration as required by 
§ 1.63. The claim for priority and the certified copy of the foreign 
application specified in the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 119 
must be filed: 

(1) in the case of an interference (§ 1.630); 

(2) when necessary to overcome the date of a reference 
relied upon by the examiner; 

(3) when specifically required by the examiner; and 

(4) in all cases, before the patent is granted. If the claim for 
priority or the certified copy of the foreign application is 
filed after the date the issue fee is paid, it must be accompa- 
nied by a petition requesting entry and by the fee set forth 
in § 1.17(i)(1). If the certified copy filed is not in the English 
language, a translation need not be filed except in the case 
of an interference; or when necessary to overcome the date 
of a reference relied upon by the examiner; or when specifi- 
cally required by the examiner, in which event an English 
language translation must be filed together with a statement 
that the translation of the certified copy is accurate. The 
statement must be a verified statement if made by a person 
not registered to practice before the Patent and Trademark 
Office. 


*e ee * 


7. Section 1.78, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.78 Claiming benefit of earlier filing date and cross refer- 
ences to other applications. 


(a)(1) An application may claim an invention disclosed in a 
prior filed copending national application or international appli- 
cation designating the United States of America. In order for an 
application to claim the benefit of a prior filed copending na- 
tional application, the prior application must name as an inventor 
at least one inventor named in the later filed application and 
disclose the named inventor’s invention claimed in at least one 
claim of the later filed application in the manner provided by the 
first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112. In addition, the prior applica- 
tion must be 

(i) complete as set forth in § 1.51; or 

(ii) entitled to a filing date as set forth in § 1.53(b) and 
include the basic filing fee set forth in § 1.16; or 

(iii) entitled to a filing date as set forth in § 1.53(b) and have 
paid therein the processing and retention fee set forth in § 
1.21 (1) within the time period set forth in § 1.53(d). 

(a)(2) Any application claiming the benefit of a prior filed 
copending national or international application must contain or 
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be amended to contain in the first sentence of the specification 
following the title a reference to such prior application, identify- 
ing it by application number (consisting of the series code and 
serial number), or serial number and filing date or international 
application number and international filing date and indicating 
the relationship of the applications. Cross-references to other 
related applications may be made when appropriate. (See § 
1.14(b)). 


eekKERS 


8. Section 1.136, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.136 Filing of timely responses with petition and fee for 
extension of title for cause. 


(a)(1) Ifan applicant is required to respond within a nonstatutory 
or shortened statutory time period, applicant may respond up to 
four months after the time period set if a petition for an extension 
of time and the fee set in § 1.17 are filed prior to or with the 
response, unless 

(i) applicant is notified otherwise in an Office action, 

(ii) the response is a reply brief submitted pursuant to § 
1.193(b), 

(iii) the response is a request for an oral hearing submitted 
pursuant to § 1.194(b), 

(iv) response is to a decision by the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences pursuant to §§ 1.196, 1.197 or 1.304,or 
(v) the application is involved in an interference declared 
pursuant to § 1.611.) 

(a)(2) The date on which the response, the petition, and the fee 
have been filed is the date of the response and also the date for 
purposes of determining the period of extension and the corre- 
sponding amount of the fee. The expiration of the time period is 
determined by the amount of the fee paid. In no case may an 
applicant respond later than the maximum time period set by 
statute, or be granted an extension of time under paragraph (b) of 
this section when the provisions of this paragraph are available. 


See § 1.136(b) for extensions of time relating to proceedings 
pursuant to §§ 1.193(b), 1.194, 1.196 or 1.197. See § 1.304 for 
extension of time to appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit or to commence a civil action. See § 1.550(c) for 
extension of time in reexamination proceedings and § 1.645 for 
extension of time in interference proceedings. 


**#e4% 


9. Section 1.191, paragraph (d) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.191 Appeal to Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. 


eee 


(d) The time periods set forth in §§ 1.191 and 1.192 are subject 
to the provisions of § 1.136 for patent applications and § 1.550(c) 
for reexamination proceedings. The time periods set forth in §§ 
1.193, 1.194, 1.196 and 1.197 are subject to the provisions of § 
1.136(b) for patent applications or § 1.550(c) for reexamination 
proceedings. See § 1.304(a) for extensions of time for filing a 
notice of appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit or for commencing a civil action. 


see 4% 


10. Section 1.192, paragraphs (a), (c) introductor text and (d) 
are revised to read as follows: 


§1.192 Appellant’s brief 


(a) The appellant shall, within 2 months from the date of the 
notice of appeal under § 1.191 in an application, reissue applica- 
tion, or patent under reexamination, or within the time allowed 
for response to the action appealed from, if such time is later, file 
a brief in triplicate. The brief must be accompanied by the 
requisite fee set forth in § 1.17(f) and must set forth the authori- 
ties and arguments on which the appellant will rely to maintain 
the appeal. Any arguments or authorities not included in the brief 
may be refused consideration by the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 167 
(70) 


(b) *** 

(c) The brief shall contain the following items under appropri- 
ate headings and in the order here indicated unless there is no 
attorney or agent of record in the application or reexamination 
proceeding, the brief was not prepared by a registered practitio- 
ner, and the brief was not signed by a registered practitioner, 
wherein the brief will be accepted as complying with this para- 
graph provided it is at least in substantial compliance with the 
requirements of paragraphs (1), (2),(6) and (7): 


*ee24% 


(d) If a brief is filed which does not comply with the require- 
ments of paragraph (c) of this section, the appellant will be 
notified of the reasons for non-compliance and provided with a 
period of one month within which to file an amended brief. If the 
appellant does not file an amended brief during the one-month 
period, or files an amended brief which does not overcome all the 
reasons for non-compliance stated in the notification, the appeal 
will be dismissed. 


11. Section 1.193, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.193 Examiner’s answer. 


ee e4% 


(b) The appellant may file a reply brief directed only to such 
new points of argument as may be raised in the examiner’s 
answer, within two months from the date of such answer. The 
new points of argument shall be specifically identified in the 
reply brief. If the examiner determines that the reply brief is not 
directed only to new points of argument raised in the examiner's 
answer, the examiner may refuse entry of the reply brief and will 
so notify the appellant. If the examiner’s answer expressly states 
that it includes a new ground of rejection, appellant must file a 
reply thereto within two months from the date of such answer to 
avoid dismissal of the appeal as to the claims subject to the new 
ground of rejection; such reply may be accompanied by any 
amendment or material appropriate to the new ground. See 
§1.136(b) for extensions of time for filing a reply brief in a patent 
application and § 1.550(c) for extensions of time in a reexamina- 
tion proceeding. 


eee 4% 


12. Section 1.194, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows: 


§1.194 Oral hearing. 


eee 


(b) If appellant desires an oral hearing, appellant must file a 
written request for such hearing accompanied by the fee set forth 
in § 1.17(g) within two months after the date of the examiner's 
answer. If appellant requests an oral hearing and submits there- 
with the fee set forth in § 1.17(g), an oral argument may be 
presented by, or on behalf of, the primary examiner if considered 
desirable by either the primary examiner or the Board. See § 
1.136(b) for extensions of time for requesting an oral hearing in 
patent application and § 1.550(c) for extensions of time in a 
reexamination proceeding. 


see 
13. Section 1.196, paragraph (f) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.196 Decision by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interfer- 
ences 


see 


(f) See 1.136(b) for extensions of time to take action under this 
section in a patent application and § 1.550(c) for extensions of 
time in a reexamination proceeding. 


14. Section § 1.197, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.197 Action following decision. 
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(b) A single request for reconsideration or modification of the 
decision may be made if filed within one month from the date of 
the original decision, unless the original decision is so modified 
by the decision on reconsideration as to become, in effect, a new 
decision, and the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences so 
states. The request for reconsideration shall state with particular- 
ity the points believed to have been misapprehended or over- 
looked in rendering the decision and also state all other grounds 
upon which reconsideration is sought. See § 1.136(b) for exten- 
sions of time for seeking reconsideration in a patent application 
and § 1.550(c) for extensions of time in a reexamination pro- 
ceeding. 


eee E* 


15. Section 1.312, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.312 Amendments after allowance. 


eee 


(b) Any amendment pursuant to paragraph (a) of this section 
filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by 
a petition including the fee set forth in § 1.17(i)(1) and a showing 
of good and sufficient reasons why the amendment is necessary 
and was not earlier presented. 


16. Section 1.321 is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.321 Statutory Disclaimers, including Terminal Disclaim- 
ers. 


(a) A patentee owning the whole or any sectional interest in a 
patent may disclaim any complete claim or claims in a patent. In 
like manner any patentee may disclaim or dedicate to the public 
the entire term, or any terminal part of the term, of the patent 
granted. Such disclaimer is binding upon the grantee and its 
successors or assigns. A notice of the disclaimer is published in 
the Official Gazette and attached to the printed copies of the 
specification. The disclaimer, to be recorded in the Patent and 
Trademark Office, must: 

(1) be signed by the patentee, or an attorney or agent of 
record; 

(2) identify the patent and complete claim or claims, or term 
being disclaimed. A disclaimer which is not a disclaimer of 
a complete claim or claims, or term will be refused recorda- 
tion; 

(3) state the present extent of patentee’s ownership interest 
in the patent; and 

(4) be accompanied by the fee set forth in § 1.20(d). 

(b) An applicant or assignee may disclaim or dedicate to the 
public the entire term, or any terminal part of the term, of a patent 
to be granted. Such terminal disclaimer is binding upon the 
grantee and its successors or assigns. The terminal disclaimer, to 
be recorded in the Patent and Trademark Office, must: 

(1) be signed: 
(i) by the applicant, or 
(ii) if there is an assignee of record of an undivided part 
interest, by the applicant and such assignee, or 
(iii) if there is an assignee of record of the entire interest, 
by such assignee, or 
(iv) by an attorney or agent of record; 
(2) specify the portion of the term of the patent being 
disclaimed; 
(3) state the present extent of applicant’s or assignee’s 
ownership interest in the patent to be granted; and 
(4) be accompanied by the fee set forth in § 1.20(d). 

(c) A terminal disclaimer, when filed to obviate a double 
patenting rejection in a patent application or in a reexamination 
proceeding, must: 

(1) comply with the provisions of paragraphs (b)(2) through 
(b)(4) of this section; 

(2) be signed in accordance with paragraph (b)(1) of this 
section if filed in a patent application, or in accordance with 
paragraph (a)(1) of this section if filed in a reexamination 
proceeding; and 

(3) include a provision that any patent granted on that 
application or any patent subject to that reexamination 
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proceeding shall be enforceable only for and during such 
period that said patent is commonly owned with the appli- 
cation or patent which formed the basis for the rejection. 


17. Section !.352 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.352 Publication of notice of proposed amendments. 


(a) Whenever required by law, notice of proposed amend- 
ments to the regulations in this part will be published in the 
Official Gazette and in the FEDERAL REGISTER. If not pub- 
lished with the notice, copies of the text will be furnished to any 
person requesting the same. All comments, suggestions, and 
briefs received within a time specified in the notice will be 
considered before adoption of the proposed amendments which 
may be modified in the light thereof. 


kee KS 


18. Section 1.362 is amended by revising paragraphs (c)(4)and 
(e) and adding paragraph (h) to read as follows: 


§ 1.362 Time for maintenance fees. 


eee * 


eat 
(4) For a reissue application, including a continuing 
reissue application claiming the benefit of a reissue 
application under 35 USC 120, the United States filing 
date of the original non-reissue application on which the 
patent reissued is based. 


eee 


(e) Maintenance fees may be paid with the surcharge set forth 
in § 1.20(h) during the respective grace periods after: 

(1) 3 years and 6 months and through the day of the 4th 
anniversary of the grant for the first maintenance fee. 
(2) 7 years and 6 months and through the day of the 8th 
anniversary of the grant for the second maintenance fee, 
and 
(3) 11 years and 6 months and through the day of the 12th 
anniversary of the grant for the third maintenance fee. 


eee * 


(h) The periods specified in §§ 1.362(d) and (e) with respect 
to a reissue application, including a continuing reissue 
application thereof, are counted from the date of grant of the 
original non-reissue application on which the reissued 
patent is based. 


19. Section 1.607, paragraph (a)(5)(i) is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.607 Request by applicant for interference with patent. 


eee 
(5) eK 
(i) Identified as corresponding to the count, and 


eeeE SE 


PART 5 - CLASSIFIED INFORMATION, FOREIGN 
RELATIONS, INVENTIONS, AND PATENTS 


20. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 5 continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, 41, 181-188, as amended by the Patent 
Law Foreign Filing Amendments Act of 1988, Pub. L. 100- 
418,102 Stat. 1567; the Arms Export Control Act, as amended, 
22 U.S.C. 2751 et seq., the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as 
amended, 42 U.S.C. 2011 et seq., and the Nuclear Non-Prolifera- 
tion Act of 1978, 22 U.S.C. 3201 et seq., and the delegations in 
the regulations under these acts to the Commissioner (15 CFR 
370.10(j), 22 CFR 125.04, and 10 CFR 810.7). 








January 4, 1994 


21. Section 5.19, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 5.19 Export of technical data 


(a) Under regulations (15 CFR 770.10(j)) established by the 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Export Administra- 
tion, Office of Export Licensing, a validated export license is not 
required in any case to file a patent application or part thereof in 
a foreign country if the foreign filing is in accordance with the 
regulations (37 CFR 5.11 through 5.33) of the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office. 


*eEKS* 


PART 10- REPRESENTATION OF OTHERS BEFORE THE 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


22. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 10 continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 500; 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, 31, 32, 


41 


23. Section 10.48, paragraph (b) is revised to read as follows: 


§ 10.48 Sharing legal fees 


xe eK 


(b) A practitioner who undertakes to complete unfinished 
legal business of a deceased practitioner may pay to the estate of 
the deceased practitioner that proportion of the total compensa- 
tion which fairly represents the services rendered by the de- 
ceased practitioner. 


*eeEK 


Oct. 15, 1993 BRUCE A. LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 


Commissioner of Patents andTrademarks 


[1156 OG 54] 


U.S. Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Special Status for Patent Applications 
Relating te Superconductivity 


On Commercial Applications of Superconductivity, the Presi- 
dent stated that “We need to strengthen patent laws to increase 
protection for manufacturing processes and speed up the patent 
process so that it can keep pace with the fast-paced world of 
high technology.” The President also noted that “to most of us 
laymen, superconductivity was a completely new term, but it 
wasn’t long before we learned of the great promise it held 
out to alter our world for the better — a quantum leap in 
energy efficiency that would bring with it a host of benefits, 
not least among them a reduced dependence on foreign oil, a 
cleaner environment, and a stronger national economy.” The 
President’s Superconductivity Initiative of even date included, 
as a major administrative component, a proposal “Directing the 
Patent and Trademark Office to accelerate the processing of 
patent applications and adjudication of disputes involving 
superconductivity technologies when requested by the appli- 
cants to do so.” 

In accordance with the President’s proposal, the Patent and 
Trademark Office will, on request, accord “special” status to 
all patent applications for inventions involving superconduc- 
tive materials. Examples of such inventions would include those 
directed to the superconductive materials themselves as well as 
to their manufacture and application. In order that the Patent 
and Trademark Office may implement this procedure, we invite 
all applicants desiring to participate in this program to request 
that their applications be accorded “special” status. Such re- 
quests should be in writing, should identify the application by 
serial number and filing date, and should be accompanied by 
a statement under 37 CFR 1.102 that the invention involves 
superconductive materials. No fee is required. The statement 
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must be verified if made by a person not registered to practice 
before the Patent and Trademark Office. Decisions whether to 
accord “special” status on the basis of a request will be made 
by the appropriate Group Director. 

Requests should be addressed to the Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 

Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce and Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks. 


Aug. 5, 1987. 


[1082 TMOG 7] 


(72) Preparation for Processing High Temperature 


Superconductor Technology 


In response to the President’s Superconductivity Initiative 
announced on July 28, 1987 and with the expectation of the 
filing of increasing numbers of patent applications relating to 
higher temperature superconductors, the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office has taken a number of steps to prepare for 
the effective handling of applications on this subject mat- 
ter. 

These actions include (1) establishing a special Task Force 
to prepare for the processing of patent applications for higher 
temperature superconductor technology; (2) making patent 
applications relating to this technology special on request of the 
applicant and (3) renewing support for legislation providing for 
an expanded scope of protection for process patents to cover 
products made by the patented process. 

The responsibilities of the Task Force are to (1) coordinate 
the development of a Patent and Trademark Office capability 
to examine the expected large number of patent applications 
in this area and (2) provide an information resource and sound- 
ing board for legal and practice questions and policy develop- 
ment in this area. The Task Force has been assigned a number 
of specific tasks, such as developing a complete search file on 
superconductivity technology for the use of Examiners and the 
public, establishing a training program for examiners on the 
technology and assuring a uniform and consistent application 
of the patent law to the technology in the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office. 


RENE D. TEGTMEYER, for 

DONALD J. QUIGG, 

Assistant Secretary and 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks. 


Sept. 16, 1987. 


[1083 OG 16] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1 and 2 
[Docket No. 90143-9144] 
RIN 0651-AA35 


Amendment of Patent and Trademark Rules 
concerning Judicial Review of Decisions of the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences and the 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board and other 
Miscellaneous Matters. 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Final Rule. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) is amending 
the rules of practice in patent and trademark cases, Parts | and 2 
of Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, relating to (1) decisions 
of the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences (BPAI), (2) 
requests for reconsideration of decisions of the BPAI and the 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board (TTAB), (3) extensions of 
time in proceedings after a decision by the BPAI under §§ 1.196 
and 1.197, (4) practices concerning judicial review of final 
decisions of the BPAI and TTAB, (5) extensions of time for 
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seeking judicial review of BPAI and TTAB decisions and (6) 
miscellaneous changes in the practice before the BPAI and 
housekeeping amendments. 

Two recent decisions of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit have held that even though the BPAI includes a 
new ground for rejection in its decision under 37 CFR § 
1.196(b)(3), appellants may appeal directly to the Federal Circuit 
without first seeking reconsideration at the BPAI. Where judicial 
review is sought without requesting reconsideration, the argu- 
ments against the new ground of rejection are developed for the 
first time during court proceedings. The amendments 
require that appellants seek reconsideration of the new 
ground of rejection prior to appeal or commencement of a civil 
action. 

Experience under the previous rules relating to judicial re- 
view of final board decisions indicated that the rules may have 
been confusing in certain respects relating to the time in which 
judicial review must be sought and the manner in which exten- 
sions of time for seeking judicial review may be obtained. The 
rules eliminate any confusion as to when judicial review must be 
sought and standardize the manner of obtaining extensions of 
time to seek judicial review. 

The rules also make clarifying and housekeeping amend- 
ments with respect to practice before the BPAI. 

Effective Date: August 20, 1989. 

For Further Information Contact: Richard E. Schafer by tele- 
phone at (703) 557-4035 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 


Supplementary Information: 
Background 


A notice of proposed rulemaking was published in the Fed- 
eral Register at 54 Fed. Reg. 1 1009 (March 16, 1989) and at 1101 
Official Gazette 6 (April 4, 1989). No oral hearing was held and 
no written comments were received. 


Discussion of Specific Rules 


(1) Decisions of the BPAI and requests for reconsid- 
eration of BPAI and TTAB decisions 


Only final decisions of the BPAI and TTAB are subject to 
judicial review. 35 U.S.C. §§ 141, 145; U.S.C. § 1071; 28 
U.S.C.§ 1295 (a)(4)(A) and (B). 

Section 1.196(b) provides that if the BPAI has knowledge of 
any grounds, not involved in the appeal, for rejecting any 
appealed claim, it may include in its decision a statement to that 
effect. The statement then constitutes a new rejection of the 
claims. The previous rules permitted appellants to treat the 
decision as a final decision in the case and thus immediately 
appealable. 37 CFR § 1.196(b)(3) (1988). Therefore, when an 
appellant proceeded under this option, arguments against the 
new rejection were presented for the first time to the reviewing 
court. 

A recent decision by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit rejected the Commissioner’s argument that an appellant 
should not be permitted to contest the BPAI’s new ground for 
rejection because it had not requested reconsideration of that 
ground by the BPAI. Jn re Evanega, 829 F.2d 1110, 1113, 4 
USPQ 2d 1249, 1252 (Fed. Cir. 1987). See also In re Nielson, 816 
F.2d 1567, 1570, 2 USPQ 2d 1525, 1527 (Fed. Cir. 1987). In 
Evanega, the Commissioner urged that requiring appellants to 
request reconsideration, where the BPAI adopts a new ground 
for rejection, would provide the BPAI with an opportunity to 
consider appellant's arguments and correct any errors while the 
case was still in the PTO. This conserves judicial resources, and 
in any event, obtains the benefit of the BPAI’s view should 
judicial review ultimately be sought. The court held, however, 
that in view of PTO regulations (37 CFR § 1.196(b)(3)) which 
“expressly provide that the board’s decision, even if based on a 
new ground, is a final determination and thus may be appealed 
without seeking reconsideration,” appellant could not be re- 
quired to request reconsideration by the BPAI. Id. 

The new rule changes eliminate 37 CFR § 1.196(b)(3). By 
removing § 1.196(b)(3), appellants no longer have the option of 
treating a new ground of rejection as final and immediately 
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appealable. Appellants’ options are limited to requesting remand 
to the examiner or requesting reconsideration by the BPAI as set 
forth in §§ 1.196(b)(1) and 1.196(b)(2). The preamble of § 
1.196(b) has been amended to specifically recite that a new 
ground of rejection shall not be considered a final decision for 
judicial review. 

Appellants still may elect further prosecution before the 
examiner under 37 CFR § 1.196(b)(1) or request reconsideration 
under § 1.196(b)(2). The option of § 1.196(b)(2) requires that 
any request for reconsideration address the new ground of 
rejection and specifically state the reasons why the new ground 
was in error. Section 1.196(b)(2) also provides that the BPAI will 
reconsider the new rejection and, if necessary, render a new 
decision. The decision on reconsideration will be deemed to 
incorporate the earlier decision except for any portions of the 
earlier decision specifically withdrawn. 

Reconsideration or remand need not be requested if appellant 
does not contest the new ground. Appellants may seek judicial 
review as to claims not subject to the new ground. 

Section 1.196(a) expressly provides for remands to the exam- 
iner for further consideration. The BPAI has inherent authority, 
as part of its role in reviewing standards of patentability applied 
in the PTO, to remand applications to the examiner for further 
consideration. Cf. Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) 
§§ 1211 and 1212. The change merely makes express that which 
is inherent. 

The amendments also delete the portion of former § 1.196(d) 
which provides (1) that any decision which includes a remand 
shall not be a final decision for the purposes of judicial review 
and (2) that upon conclusion of the proceedings on remand the 
BPAI may enter an order making its decision final. Those 
provisions have been included as new § 1.196(e). Under this 
paragraph, decisions pursuant to § 1.196(b) would not be final as 
to the claims subject to a new rejection. 

The last sentence of former § 1.196(b)(1) has been deleted 
and placed in new § 1.196(e). 


(2) Requests for reconsideration of BPAI and TTAB decisions 


Section 1.197(b) provides that any request for reconsidera- 
tion must specifically state the points believed to have been 
misapprehended or overlooked in the BPAI’s decision. Experi- 
ence has shown that many requests for reconsideration are 
nothing more than reargument of appellant’s position on appeal. 
The provision, as adopted, limits requests to the points of law or 
fact which appellant feels were overlooked or misapprehended 
by the BPAI. 

The amendments also clarify the exception found in the first 
sentence of § 1.197(b) by including specific references to the 
“original decision” and the “decision on reconsideration.” Some 
confusion had been noted with respect to the meaning of the 
current language. 

In order to simplify calculation of times for requesting reco- 
sideration of the decisions of the boards, §§ 1.658(b), 2.129(c), 
and 2.144 specify a period of one month rather than the periods 
expressed in days. Section 1.197(a) already specified a one- 
month period. 


(3)Extensions of time after a decision by the BPAI to take 
action under §§ 1.196 and 1.197 


Appellants in patent cases may no longer use fee extensions 
under § 1.136(a) to extend the time for making an election under 
§ 1.196(b) or seeking reconsideration under § 1.197. 

Under previous rules appellants could request reconsidera- 
tion of a BPAI decision up to five months after a decision or file 
a response to a new ground of rejection up to six months after the 
decision. This inordinately delayed final disposition of appeals. 
Section 1.136(a) provides that fee extensions are not available to 
file responses to a BPAI decision pursuant to §§ 1.196, 1.197 or 
1.304. One month is deemed to be ample time to submit a request 
for reconsideration. Note that Fed. R. Civ. P. 59 provides 10 days 
and Fed. R. App. P. 40 provides 14 days for similar requests. 
Extensions under § 1.136(b) will be available to extend the time 
to file a response under §§ 1.196 and 1.197. Section 1.304(a) 
exclusively governs extensions of time to file a notice of appeal 
to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit or to 
commence a civil action. See further discussion below. 
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Section 1.136(a) specifically refers to § 1.136(b) for exten- 
sions of time to file responses under §§ 1.196 and 1.197 and 
refers to § 1.304 for extensions of time to initiate judicial review. 
Sections |.196(f) and 1.197(b) correlatively reference § 1.136(b) 
for extensions of time. 

Fee extensions are not available to extend the time for elect- 
ing further prosecution before the examiner under § 1.196(b)(1). 
Where an appellant elects further prosecution before the exam- 
iner, fee extensions under § | .136(a) remain available to respond 
to the primary examiner’s Office actions. 


(4) Time for seeking judicial review of decisions of the BPAI 
and TTAB 


Under previous rules, judicial review of final decisions of the 
BPAI or TTAB had to be sought within sixty days of the decision 
or thirty days after a decision on reconsideration. However, 
where a decision on reconsideration was, in effect, a new deci- 
sion, it was not always clear whether the time for appeal was 
thirty or sixty days. Sections 1.304(a) and 2.146(d)(1) provide a 
two-month period to appeal from either the date of the decision 
or the decision on a timely filed request for reconsideration. 

Some problems have been noted with respect to the time for 
seeking judicial review in days. Miscalculations of the statutory 
sixty-day time period have resulted in filing untimely requests 
for judicial review. In order to simplify calculation of the time for 
seeking judicial review, §§ 1.304(a) and 2.145(d)(1) specify two 
months. The two-month period meets the sixty-day requirement 
of 35 U.S.C. §§ 142, 145 and 146 and 15 U.S.C. §§ 1071(a)(2) 
and (b)(1) except for time periods which include February 28. In 
order to comply with the sixty-day requirement, §§ 1.304(b) and 
2.145(d)(2) provide that an additional day shall be added to any 
two-month period for initiating judicial review which includes 
February 28. Appeals will always be timely if the judicial review 
is initiated within two months of the final decision. 

Previously, the rules did not specify a time period for filing a 
cross-appeal or cross-action in inter partes cases. The absence of 
such a time period made it difficult for parties and their attorneys 
to make appropriate plans for judicial review. For example, in an 
interference where there has been a split judgment, one of the 
parties may be satisfied with the judgment but may desire to 
appeal the adverse judgment only if an appeal is noted by the 
other party. Where the appeal is filed on the last possible day, a 
cross-appeal is precluded. Sections 1.304(a) and 2.145(d)(1) 
specify that the time for filing a cross-appeal or commencing a 
cross-action expires (1) fourteen days after service of the notice 
of appeal or the summons and complaint or (2) two months after 
the decision to be reviewed, whichever is later. 

Similarly, no provision for filing a cross-action was provided 
where an appellee elects to have further proceedings conducted 
in the district court pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 146 or 15 U.S.C. § 
1071(a)(1). Section 1.304(c) and 2.145(d)(3) provide that the 
time for filing a cross-action expires 14 days after service of the 
summons and complaint. The district court will determine whether 
any cross-action was timely filed since neither the complaint nor 
cross-action is filed in the PTO. 


(5) Extensions of time to seek judicial review 


In the past, standards for granting requests for extensions of 
time to take an appeal or commence a civil action varied depend- 
ing upon which board was involved and upon the particular type 
proceeding before the board. For example, extensions relating to 
patent applications could be obtained by paying the appropriate 
fee under § 1.136(a). However, in reexamination proceedings or 
when judicial review was sought from a decision of the TTAB, 
the requester must demonstrate sufficient cause under § 1.550(c) 
or § 2.145(d)(1). The rules standardize the manner in which an 
extension of time to initiate judicial review may be obtained. The 
PTO has adopted a standard which is similar to the standard used 
in the Federal courts for granting extensions. Under the rules the 
Commissioner may extend the time (1) for good cause if re- 
quested before the expiration of the time provided for initiating 
judicial review or (2) upon a showing of excusable neglect in 
failing to initiate judicial review if requested after the expiration 
of the time period. This standard will be applicable in both 
trademark and patent proceedings (§§ 1.304(a) and 2.145(e)) 
once the “last” decision, i.e., either the decision (in circum- 
stances where no timely reconsideration is sought) or the deci- 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 171 
(73) 


sion on reconsideration, of either board has been entered. In 
patent cases, extensions of time under § 1.136(b) and § 1.550(c) 
and fee extensions under 37 CFR § 1.136(a) are no longer 
available to extend the time for the purpose of judicial review 
once a decision or a decision on reconsideration has been 
entered. Section |.304(a) states that the provisions of §§ 1.136 
and 1.550(c) are not available to extend the time to initiate 
judicial review. Sections 1.136(a), 1.136(b), 1.191(d), 1.550(c), 
1.645(a) and(b) refer to § 1.304 for extensions of time for seeking 
judicial review after a decision has been entered. Section 1.645(a) 
has been amended by (1) adding the introductory phrase “Except 
to extend the time for filing a notice of appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit or for commencing a civil 
action,” to the first sentence and (2) deleting the references to 
filing a notice of appeal or commencing a civil action in the 
second sentence. 

In view of the amendments to §§ 1.197 and 1.304, relating to 
extensions of time to seek reconsideration or initiate judi-cial 
review, § 1.191(d) does not refer to §§ 1.196 and 
1.197. 


(6) Miscellaneous amendments 


In the past, appellants could use fee extensions to delay the 
time for requesting an oral hearing at the BPAI. This delays final 
disposition of the appeal and causes administrative problems 
and duplication of effort due to the transfer of the appeal to the 
hearing docket. Section 1.191(d) no longer refers to § 1.194. Fee 
extensions are no longer available to extend the time for request- 
ing an oral hearing. Extensions under § 1.136(b) are available to 
extend the time to request an oral hearing. 

Section 1.191(b) has been rewritten as one sentence without 
any change in substance. 

Some confusion has resulted as to who has jurisdiction over 
a patent application after a notice of appeal to the BPAI has been 
filed. Problems arose, for example, as to the appropriate PTO 
official to decide certain petitions and other matters after an 
appeal has been filed. MPEP § 1210 indicates that jurisdiction 
over the application normally passes at one of five possible times 
listed therein. Section 1.191 includes a new section (e) which 
provides that jurisdiction transfers to the BPAI when the appli- 
cation or reexamination file including all briefs and examiner’s 
answers is transmitted to the BPAI. Thus, jurisdiction transfers to 
the BPAI when all written submissions by the applicant and the 
examiner have been entered and the application papers have 
been forwarded to the BPAI. 

New paragraph 1.191(e) also includes a provision that the 
Commissioner, prior to the time the BPAI renders its decision, 
may sua sponte order that an application be remanded to the 
examiner for further consideration. This provision merely makes 
explicit the inherent authority of the Commissioner to direct and 
supervise the examination of patent applications. 

Under previous rules there was some confusion as to when 
“termination of proceedings” occurs. Section 1.197(c) provides 
that proceedings are “terminated” when the Federal Circuit's 
mandate is received by the PTO or after the time for appeal from 
the judgment of the district court in a civil action under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 145 has expired. The language “In such cases,” in the second 
sentence of former § 1.197(c) has been eliminated since it was 
superfluous and may have been confusing. 

The rules delete the phrase “that he or she elects” and 
substitutes “electing” therefor in §§ 1.304(c) and 2.145(c)(3), as 
amended. The amendment merely changes wording without any 
change in substance. 

Section 1.196(b) changes the verb “make” to “makes” to 
conform the verb to the singular subject of the sentence. 

Sections 1.301, 1.303, 2.145(a)(2) and 2.145(c)(3) no longer 
refer to transmittal of the certified list and certified copies of the 
notice of election to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit under 35 U.S.C. § 141 or 15 U.S.C. § 1071(a)(1). These 
procedures are required by applicable statutes or Court Rules 
and are unnecessary in the PTO’s regulations. 

Sections 1.304(a), 1.304(c), 2.145(c)(3) and 2.145(d)(1) in- 
clude a statement that the certificate of mailing provisions of § 
1.8 are not applicable. No substantive change is involved since 
the inapplicability of § 1.8 is already stated in §§ 1.8(a)(2)(viii) 
and (ix). 

Sections 1.304(b) and 2.145(d)(2) recite “Federal holiday in 
the District of Columbia” rather than “legal holiday.” These 
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changes merely conform the language of these sections with the 
language of 35 U.S.C. § 21(b) and 37 CFR § 1.7. 

Section 2.145(c)(2) and (3) include changes in wording 
without any change in substance. 


Other Considerations 


These rules will not have a significant impact on the quality 
of the human environment or the conservation of energy re- 
sources. 

The rule change is in conformity with the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-354), Executive Orders 
12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 
U.S.C. 350 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration that the rule change will not have a significant 
adverse economic impact on a substantial number of small 
entities [Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 96-354]. The rule 
change requiring appellants to request reconsideration under the 
specific circumstances set forth is not expected to result in an 
increase of fees charged by attorneys and agents to entities, 
including small entities, since the rule change is intended to 
eliminate erroneous grounds for rejection prior to appeal and in 
some instances is expected to eliminate the need for appeal. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that this 
rule change is not a major rule under Executive Order 12291. The 
annual effect to the economy will be less than $100 million. 
There will be no major increase in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, federal, state or local government agen- 
cies, or geographic regions. There will be no significant adverse 
effects on competition, employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or on the ability of United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based entet prises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The PTO has also determined that this notice has no Federal- 
ism implications affecting the relationship between the national 
government and the states as outlined in Executive Order 12612. 

The rule change will not impose a burden under the Paper- 
work Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 e* seq., since no 
record keeping or reporting requirements within the coverage of 
the Act are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR, Part 1: 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Freedom of 
information, Inventions and patents, Reporting and record keep- 
ing requirements, Small businesses. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR, Part 2: 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Lawyers, 
Trademarks. 

For the reasons given in the preamble and pursuant to the 
authority granted to the Commissioner of Patents and Trade- 
marks by 35 U.S.C. § 6, Parts 1 and 2 of Title 37 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations are amended as set forth below. 


PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT 
CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.136 is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.136 Filing of timely responses with petition and fee for 
extension of time and extensions of time for cause. 


(a) If an applicant is required to respond within a non- 
Statutory or shortened statutory time period, applicant may 
respond up to four months after the time period set if a petition 
for an extension of time and the fee set in § 1.17 are filed prior to 
or with the response, unless (1) applicant is notified otherwise in 
an Office action, (2) the application is involved in an interference 
declared pursuant to § 1.611 or (3) the response is to a decision 
by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences pursuant to §§ 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


1.196, 1.197 or 1.304. The date on which the response, the 
petition, and the fee have been filed is the date of the response and 
also the date for purposes of determining the period of extension 
and the corresponding amount of the fee. The expiration of the 
time period is determined by the amount of the fee paid. In no 
case may an applicant respond later than the maximum time 
period set by statute, or be granted an extension of time under 
paragraph (b) of this section when the provisions of this para- 
graph are available. See § 1.136(b) for extensions of time relating 
to proceedings pursuant to §§ 1.196 or 1.197, § 1.304 for 
extension of time to appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit or to commence a civil action, § 1.645 for 
extension of time in interference proceedings and § 1.550(c) for 
extension of time in reexamination proceedings. 

(b) When a response with petition and fee for extension of 
time cannot be filed pursuant to paragraph (a) of this section, the 
time for response will be extended only for sufficient cause, and 
for a reasonable time specified. Any request for such extension 
must be filed on or before the day on which action by the 
applicant is due, but in no case will the mere filing of the request 
effect any extension. In no case can any extension carry the date 
on which response to an Office action is due beyond the maxi- 
mum time period set by statute or be granted when the provisions 
of paragraph (a) of this section are available. See § 1.304 for 
extension of time to appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit or to commence a civil action, § 1.645 for 
extension of time in interference proceedings and § 1.550(c) for 
extension of time in reexamination proceedings. 


3. Section 1.191 is amended by revising paragraphs (b) and 
(d) and adding paragraph (e) to read as follows: 


§ 1.191 Appeal to Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 


xe ee 


(b) The appeal in an application or reexamination proceeding 
must identify the rejected claim or claims appealed, and must be 
signed by the applicant, patent owner or duly authorized attorney 
or agent. 
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(d) The time periods set forth in §§ 1.191 through 1.193 are 
subject to the provisions of § 1.136 for patent applications or § 
1.550(c) for reexamination proceedings. See §1.304(a) for ex- 
tensions of time for filing a notice of appeal to the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit or for commencing a civil action. 

(e) Jurisdiction over the application or patent under reexami- 
nation passes to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
upon transmittal of the file, including all briefs and examiner’s 
answers, to the Board. Prior to the entry of a decision on the 
appeal, the Commissioner may sua sponte order the application 
remanded to the examiner. 


4. Section 1.196 is amended by revising paragraphs (a), (b) 
and (d) and adding new paragraphs (e) and (f) to read as follows: 


§1.196 Decision by the 
Interferences 


Board of Patent Appeals and 


(a) The Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, in its 
decision, may affirm or reverse the decision of the examiner in 
whole or in part on the grounds and on the claims specified by the 
examiner or remand the application to the examiner for further 
consideration. The affirmance of the rejection of a claim on any 
of the grounds specified constitutes a general affirmance of the 
decision of the examiner on that claim, except as to any ground 
specifically reversed. 

(b) Should the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
have knowledge of any grounds not involved in the appeal for 
rejecting any appealed claim, it may include in the decision a 
statement to that effect with its reasons for so holding, which 
statement shall constitute a new rejection of the claims. A new 
rejection shall not de considered final for the purpose of judicial 
review. When the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
makes a new rejection of an appealed claim, the appellant may 
exercise either of the following two options with respect to the 
new ground: 
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(1) The appellant may submit an appropriate amendment 
of the claims so rejected or a showing of facts, or both, and have 
the matter reconsidered by the examiner in which event the 
application will be remanded to the examiner. The statement 
shall be binding upon the examiner unless an amendment or 
showing of facts not previously of record be made which, in the 
opinion of the examiner, overcomes the new ground for rejection 
stated in the decision. Should the examiner again reject the 
application the applicant may again appeal to the Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences. 

(2) The appellant may have the case reconsidered under 
§ 1.197(b) by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
upon the same record. The request for reconsideration shall 
address the new ground for rejection and state with particularity 
the points believed to have been misapprehended or overlooked 
in rendering the decision and also state all other grounds upon 
which reconsideration is sought. Where request for such recon- 
sideration is made the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
shall reconsider the new ground for rejection and, if necessary, 
render a new decision which shall include all grounds upon 
which a patent is refused. The decision on reconsideration is 
deemed to incorporate the earlier decision, except for those 
portions specifically withdrawn on reconsideration, and is final 
for the purpose of judicial review. 


*e EEE 


(d) Although the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
normally will confine its decision to a review of rejections made 
by the examiner, should it have knowledge of any grounds for 
rejecting any allowed claim it may include in its decision a 
recommended rejection of the claim and remand the case to the 
examiner. In such event, the Board shall set a period, not less than 
one month, within which the appellant may submit to the exam- 
iner an appropriate amendment, a showing of facts or reasons, or 
both, in order to avoid the grounds set forth in the recommenda- 
tion of the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. The 
examiner shall be bound by the recommendation and shall enter 
and maintain the recommended rejection unless an amendment 
or showing of facts not previously of record is filed which, in the 
opinion of the examiner, overcomes the recommended rejection. 
Should the examiner make the recommended rejection final the 
applicant may again appeal to the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences. 

(e) Whenever a decision of the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences includes or allows a remand, that decision shall not 
be considered a final decision. When appropriate, upon conclu- 
sion of proceedings on remand before the examiner, the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences may enter an order otherwise 
making its decision final. 

(f) See § 1.136(b) for extensions of time to take action under 
this section. 


5. Section 1.197 is amended by revising paragraphs (b) and 
(c) to read as follows: 


§ 1.197 Action following decision 


eee * 


(b) A single request for reconsideration or modification of the 
decision may be made if filed within one month from the date of 
the original decision, unless the original decision is so modified 
by the decision on reconsideration as to become, in effect, a new 
decision, and the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences so 
states. The request for reconsideration shall state with particular- 
ity the points believed to have been misapprehended or over- 
looked in rendering the decision and also state all other grounds 
upon which reconsideration is sought. See 37 CFR § 1.136(b) for 
extensions of time for seeking reconsideration. 

(c) Termination of proceedings. Proceedings are considered 
terminated by the dismissal of an appeal or the failure to timely 
file an appeal to the court or a civil action (§ 1.304) except: (1) 
where claims stand allowed in an application or (2) where the 
nature of the decision requires further action by the examiner. 
The date of termination of proceedings is the date on which the 
appeal is dismissed or the date on which the time for appeal to the 
court or review by civil action (§ 1.304) expires. If an appeal to 
the court or a civil action has been filed, proceedings are consid- 
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ered terminated when the appeal or civil action is terminated. An 
appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit is 
terminated when the mandate is received by the Office. A civil 
action is terminated when the time to appeal the judgment 
expires. 


6. Section 1.301 is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.30] Appeal to U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit. 


Any applicant or any owner of a patent involved in a reexami- 
nation proceeding dissatisfied with the decision of the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences, and any party to an interfer- 
ence dissatisfied with the decision of the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences, may appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Federal Circuit. The appellant must take the following steps 
in such an appeal: (a) In the Patent and Trademark Office file a 
written notice of appeal directed to the Commissioner (see §§ 
1.302 and 1.304); and (b) in the Court, file a copy of the notice 
of appeal and pay the fee for appeal, as provided by the rules of 
the Court. 


7. Section 1.303 is amended by revising paragraph (c) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.303 Civil Action under 35 U.S.C. 145, 146, 306. 


eee 


(c) If any adverse party to an appeal taken to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit by a defeated party in an 
interference proceeding files notice with the Commissioner 
within twenty days after the filing of the defeated party’s notice 
of appeal to the court (§ 1.302), that he or she elects to have all 
further proceedings conducted as provided in 35 U.S.C. 146. The 
notice of election must be served as provided in § 1.646. 


8. Section 1.304 is revised to read as follows: 
§1.304 Time for appeal or civil action. 


(a) The time for filing the notice of appeal to the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit (§ 1.302) or for commencing a 
civil action (§ 1.303) is two months from the date of the decision 
of the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. If a request for 
reconsideration or modification of the decision is filed within the 
time provided under § 1.197(b) or § 1.658, the time for filing an 
appeal or commencing a civil action shall expire two months 
after action on the request. In interferences, the time for filing a 
cross-appeal or cross-action expires (1) 14 days after service of 
the notice of appeal or the summons and complaint or (2) two 
months after the date of decision of the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences, whichever is later. The time periods set forth 
in this section are not subject to the provisions of § 1.136, 
1.550(c) or 1.645(a) or (b). The Commissioner may extend the 
time for filing an appeal or commencing a civil action (1) for 
good cause shown if requested in writing before the expiration of 
the period for filing an appeal or commencing a civil action, or 
(2) upon written request after the expiration of the period for 
filing an appeal or commencing a civil action upon a showing 
that the failure to act was the result of excusable neglect. The 
certificate of mailing practice of § 1.8 is not available for filing 
a notice of appeal or cross-appeal. See § 1.8(a)(2)(ix). 

(b) The times specified in this section in days are calendar 
days. The times specified herein in months are calendar months 
except that one day shall be added to any two-month period 
which includes February 28. If the last day of the time specified 
for appeal of commencing a civil action falls on a Saturday, 
Sunday or Federal holiday in the District of Columbia, the time 
is extended to the next day which is neither a Saturday, Sunday 
nor a Federal holiday. 

(c) If a defeated party to an interference has taken an appeal 
to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit and an 
adverse party has filed notice under 35 U.S.C. 141 electing to 
have all further proceedings conducted under 35 U.S.C. 146 (§ 
1.303(c)), the time for filing a civil action thereafter is specified 
in 35 U.S.C. 141. The time for filing a cross-action expires 14 
days after service of the summons and complaint. The certificate 
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of mailing practice of § 1.8 is not available for filing a notice of 
appeal of cross-appeal. See § 1.8(a)(2)(viii). 


9. Section 1.550 is amended by revising paragraph (c) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.550 Conduct of reexamination proceedings 


*eee* 


(c) The time for taking any action by a patent owner in a 
reexamination proceeding will be extended only for sufficient 
cause, and for a reasonable time specified. Any request for such 
extension must be filed on or before the day on which action by 
the patent owner is due, but in no case will the mere filing of the 
request effect any extension. See § 1.304(a) for extensions of 
time for filing a notice of appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Federal Circuit or for commencing a civil action. 


***#** 


10. Section 1.645 is amended by revising paragraphs (a) and 
(b) to read as follows: 


§ 1.645 Extension of time, late papers, stay of proceedings 


(a) Except to extend the time for filing a notice of appeal to the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit or for commencing 
a civil action, a party may file a motion (§ 1.635) seeking an 
extension of time to take action in an interference. See § 1.304(a) 
for extensions of time for filing a notice of appeal to the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit or for commencing a 
civil action. The motion shall be filed within sufficient time to 
actually reach the examiner-in-chief before expiration of the 
time for taking action. A moving party should not assume that the 
motion will be granted even if there is no objection by any other 
party. The motion will be denied unless the moving party shows 
good cause why an extension should be granted. The press of 
other business arising after an examiner-in-chief sets a time for 
taking action will not normally constitute good cause. A motion 
seeking additional time to take testimony because a party has not 
been able to procure the testimony of a witness shall set forth the 
name of the witness, any steps taken to procure the testimony of 
the witness, the dates on which the steps were taken, and the facts 
expected to be proven through the witness. 

(b) Any paper belatedly filed, will not be considered except 
upon motion (§ 1.635) which shows sufficient cause why the 
paper was not timely filed. See § 1.304(a) for exclusive proce- 
dures relating to belated filing of a notice of appeal to the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit or belated commence- 
ment of a civil action. 


eke KS 


11. Section 1.658 is amended by revising paragraph (b) to 
read as follows: 


§ 1.658 Final Decision 


eee 


(b) Any request for reconsideration of a decision under 
paragraph (a) of this section shall be filed within one month after 
the date of the decision. The request for reconsideration shall 
specify with particularity the points believed to have been 
misapprehended or overlooked in rendering the decision. Any 
reply to a request for reconsideration shall be filed within 14 days 
of the date of service of the request for reconsideration. Where 
reasonably possible, service of the request for reconsideration 
shall be such that delivery is accomplished by hand or “Express 
Mail.” The Board shall enter a decision on the request for 
reconsideration. If the Board shall be of the opinion that the 
decision on the request for reconsideration significantly modi- 
fies its original decision under paragraph (a) of this section, the 
Board may designate the decision on the request for reconsidera- 
tion as a new decision. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


January 4, 1994 


PART 2-RULES OF PRACTICE IN TRADEMARK CASES 


12. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 2 continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 
noted. 


15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise 


13. Section 2.129 is amended by revising paragraph (c) to 
read as follows: 


§ 2.129 Oral argument; reconsideration 
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(c) Any request for rehearing or reconsideration or modifica- 
tion of a decision issued after final hearing must be filed within 
one month from the date of the decision. A brief in response must 
be filed within fifteen days from the date of service of the request. 
The times specified may be extended by order of the Trademark 
Trial and Appeal Board on motion for good cause. 


14. Section 2.144 is revised to read as follows: 
§ 2.144 Reconsideration of decision on ex parte appeal 


Any request for rehearing or reconsideration, or modification 
of the decision, must be filed within one month from the date of 
the decision. Such time may be extended by the Trademark Trial 
and Appeal Board upon a showing of sufficient cause. 


15. Section 2.145 is amended by revising paragraphs (a), 
(c)(2), (c)(3), (d)(1), (d)(2) and (d)(3) and adding new paragraph 
(e) to read as follows: 


§ 2.145 Appeal to court and civil action. 


(a) Appeal to U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
An applicant for registration, or any party to an interference, 
opposition, or cancellation proceeding or any party to an appli- 
cation to register as a concurrent user, hereinafter referred to as 
inter partes proceedings, who is dissatisfied with the decision of 
the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board and any registrant who 
has filed an affidavit or declaration under section 8 of the Act or 
who has filed an application for renewal and is dissatisfied with 
the decision of the Commissioner (§§ 2.165, 2.184), may appeal 
to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. The appel- 
lant must take the following steps in such an appeal: 

(1) In the Patent and Trademark Office give written 
notice of appeal to the Commissioner (see paragraphs (b) and (d) 
of this section); 

(2) In the court, file a copy of the notice of appeal and pay 
the fee for appeal, as provided by the rules of the Court. 


ee eES 
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(2) Any applicant or registrant in an ex parte case who 
takes an appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit waives any right to proceed under section 21(b) of the 
Act. 

(3) Any adverse party to an appeal taken to the U.S. 
Courtof Appeals for the Federal Circuit by a defeated party in an 
inter partes proceeding may file a notice with the Commissioner 
within twenty days after the filing of the defeated party’s notice 
of appeal to the court (paragraph (b) of this section), electing to 
have all further proceedings conducted as provided in section 
21(b) of the Act. The notice of election must be served as 
provided in § 2.119. The certificate of mailing practice of § 1.8 
is not available for filing a notice of election. See § 1.8(a)(2)(viii). 

(d) Time for appeal or civil action. (1) The time for filing the 
notice of appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit (paragraph (b) of this section), or for commencing a civil 
action (paragraph (c) of this section), is two months from the date 
of the decision of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board or the 
Commissioner, as the case may be. If a request for rehearing or 
reconsideration or modification of the decision is filed within the 
time specified in §§ 2.127(b), 2.129(c) or 2.144, or within any 
extension of time granted thereunder, the time for filing an 
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appeal or commencing a civil action shall expire two months 
after action on the request. In inter partes cases, the time for filing 
a cross-action or a notice of a cross-appeal expires (1) 14 days 
after service of the notice of appeal or the summons and com- 
plaint or (2) two months from the date of the decision of the 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board or the Commissioner, which- 
ever is later. The certificate of mailing practice of § 1.8 is not 
available for filing a notice of appeal or cross-appeal. See § 
1.8(a)(2)(ix). 

(2) The times specified in this section in days are calen- 
dar days. The times specified herein in months are calendar 
months except that one day shall be added to any two-month 
period which includes February 28. If the last day of time 
specified for an appeal, or commencing a civil action falls on a 
Saturday, Sunday or Federal holiday in the District of Columbia, 
the time is extended to the next day which is neither a Saturday, 
Sunday nor a Federal holiday. 

(3) If a party to an inter partes proceeding has taken an 
appeal to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit and an 
adverse party has filed notice under section 21(a)(1) of the Act 
electing to have all further proceedings conducted under section 
21(b) of the Act, the time for filing a civil action thereafter is 
specified in section 21(a)(1) of the Act. The time for filing a 
cross-action expires 14 days after service of the summons and 
complaint. 

(e) Extensions of time to commence judicial review. The 
Commissioner may extend the time for filing an appeal or 
commencing a civil action (1) for good cause shown if requested 
in writing before the expiration of the period for filing an appeal 
or commencing a civil action, or (2) upon written request after 
the expiration of the period for filing an appeal or commencing 
a civil action upon a showing that the failure to act was the result 
of excusable neglect. 
June 21, 1989 DONALD J. QUIGG 

Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 


and Trademarks. 
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(74) Oral Hearings Before the Board of 


Patent Appeals and Interferences 


Equipment has recently been installed in the hearing rooms at 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences which will permit 
the presentation of oral arguments via the telephone to a panel 
hearing an ex parte appeal or conducting an interference hearing. 
In addition, there is a facsimile machine close to each of the 
Board hearing rooms. 

Any ex parte appeal appellant who has requested an oral 
hearing as provided for by 37 CFR 1.194(b), and who has paid 
the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(g), or a party to an interference 
in which a date for an oral hearing has been set may file a request 
to present his/her oral arguments via the telephone. In the case of 
ex parte appeals such requests should be made in a paper 
addressed to the Chief Clerk of the Board. In the case of 
interference hearings the request should be in the form of a 
motion under 37 CFR 1.635. 

The appellant or party to an interference who is making the 
request will be required to bear the cost of the telephone call. 
May 19, 1993 SAUL A. SEROTA 

Chairman, 
Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences 
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Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1 
Patent Interference Practice - 
Separate Patentability of Claims 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 
Action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
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Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) proposes to 
amend its rules of practice in patent interference cases. In re Van 
Geuns, interpreted patent interference rules in a manner different 
from the manner in which the rules are interpreted by the 
Commissioner. The Federal Circuit held that the rules authorize 
a party to argue the separate patentability of claims that the PTO 
designates as corresponding to a single count. Under PTO rules, 
however, every claim designated to correspond to a count shall 
be directed to a single inventive concept. PTO proposes to amend 
the interference rules to specifically overcome the Federal 
Circuit's interpretation of the rules in Van Geuns. PTO proposes 
to specify that unless a party files a preliminary motion to contest 
the designation of a claim as corresponding to a count, the party 
shall be deemed to have conceded that all claims designated as 
corresponding to a count are unpatentable if any claim desig- 
nated as corresponding to the count is held to be unpatentable 
and may not argue to an examiner-in-chief or the board the 
separate patentability of claims designated to correspond to the 
count. PTO also proposes to specify that when an examiner-in- 
chief in an interference becomes aware of a reason why a claim 
corresponding to a count may not be patentable, the examiner- 
in-chief may enter an order notifying the parties of the reason and 
set a time within which each party may present its views, which 
may include a preliminary motion. The rules would further 
specify that an opponent may file an opposition to any prelimi- 
nary motion and that the party would file a reply to an opposition. 

These rules will apply prospectively except when an exam- 
iner-in-chief notifies a party in an interference to the contrary. If 
a party is notified, the party will be given an opportunity to 
respond regarding the patentability of a count in the interference. 
Dates: Comments must be submitted on or before Sept. 24, 1993. 
Addresses: Address written comments to Box 8, Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231, marked to 
the attention of Fred E. McKelvey, Solicitor. Written comments 
will be available for public inspection in Suite 918, on the 9th 
floor of Crystal Park II, located at 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
Va. 

For Further Information Contact: Fred E. McKelvey by tele- 
phone at (703) 305-9035 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: The Patent and Trademark Office 
(PTO) conducts interference proceedings to determine who, as 
between two or more applicants for patent or one or more 
applicants and one or more patentees, is the first inventor of a 
patentable invention. 

A primary examiner determines in the first instance whether 
the claims in an application interfere with the claims in another 
application or a patent. When the examiner is of the view that an 
interference exists, the Board of Patent Appeals and Interfer- 
ences (Board) is notified. 37 CFR §1.609. An examiner-in-chief, 
i.e., a member of the Board, is assigned to each interference. The 
interference is declared by the examiner-in-chief. 37 CFR 
§$1.610(a). 

Each separately patentable invention involved in the interfer- 
ence is defined by a count. The count is a vehicle for contesting 
priority of invention (i.e., who made the invention defined by the 
count first) and determining the evidence relevant to the issue of 
priority. Squires v. Corbett, 560 F2d. 424, 433, 194 USPQ 513, 
519 (CCPA 1977); Case v. CPC Int'l, Inc., 730 F.2d 745, 749, 
221 USPQ 196, 200 (Fed. Cir.), cert. denied, 469 U.S. 872 
(1984); In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d at 1184, 26 USPQ2d at 1058- 
59 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Each claim of any application or patent to be involved in the 
interference is designated to correspond to the count or not to 
correspond to the count. A preliminary determination is made by 
the PTO as to which claims should be designated to correspond 
to the count. The claims that are initially determined to define the 
same patentable invention as the count are designated to corre- 
spond to the count. All other claims are designated as not 
corresponding to the count. The designation of claims as corre- 
sponding or not corresponding provides a starting point in an 
interference. Under PTO practice, there is a presumption that the 
designation of a claim as corresponding or not corresponding to 
a count is correct. 

The rules authorize a party to file a preliminary motion to 
redefine an interference by designating a claim as corresponding 
or not corresponding to a count. 37 CFR §1.633(c)(3) and (4). 
Prior to Van Geuns, the PTO had interpreted the rules to require 
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a preliminary motion to designate a claim as not corresponding 
to a count as a condition to being able to argue to an examiner- 
in-chief or the Board that the claim is separately patentable from 
the other claims designated to correspond to the count. See 
Brooks v. Street, 16 USPQ2d 1374, 1378, (Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 
1990); Flehmig v. Giesa 13 USPQ2d 1052, 1054, (Bd. Pat. App. 
& Int. 1989); Kwon v. Perkins, 6 USPQ2d 1747, 1751 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Int. 1988), aff'd on other grounds, 886 F.2d 325, 12 
USPQ2d 1308 (Fed. Cir. 1989); see also Lamont v. Berquer, 7 
USPQ2d 1580, 1582 (Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 1988). In Van Geuns, 
however, the Federal Circuit interpreted the rules differently, 
stating: 

“[T]he position of the Commissioner that claims designated 
as corresponding to a count stand or fall with the patentability of 
the subject matter of the count is overbroad.” 

988 F.2d at 1185, 26 USPQ2d as 1060. The Federal Circuit 
further stated: 

“[W]e conclude that a party to an interference, who has 
failed to timely contest the designation of claims corresponding 
to a count, has not conceded that the claims corresponding to a 
count are anticipated or made obvious [i.e., are unpatentable] by 
the prior art when the subject matter of the count is determined 
to be unpatentable for obviousness. The PTO must determine, 
based n the actual prior art reference or references, whether 
claims not [designated as] corresponding exactly to the count are 
unpatentable.” 

Id. at _, 26 USPQ2d at 1060. The Federal Circuit still further 
stated: 

“The interference rules do not specify whether a party may 
argue the patentability of claims separately to the EIC [examiner- 
in-chief] and the board.” 

Id. at_, 26 USPQ2d at 1060. 

The changes proposed to the interference rules are designed to 
overcome the Federal Circuit’s statement. 

Subsection (f) of 37 CFR §1.601, as proposed to be amended, 
would clarify that claims are designated to correspond to a count. 
The designation constitutes a rebuttable presumption that, with 
respect to patentability, the claims stand or fall with the count. 

Subsection (f) would also eliminate the “but which defines the 
same patentable invention as the count” language, thereby elimi- 
nating the definition of “same patentable invention” in 37 CFR § 
1.601(n) from the designation of claims that correspond substan- 
tially to a count. The purpose of the proposed changes is to 
overcome the Federal Circuit’s Van Geuns’ statement that “[i}f 
a party does not timely contest the designation of claims, there is 
in effect a concession that all of the designated claims would be 
anticipated or made obvious if the count were actually prior art.” 
Id. at _, 26 USPQ2d at 1060. 

Finally, the definition of a “phantom count” would be revised 
to clarify that it is unpatentable to the parties under 35 U.S.C. 
§112. 

Subsection (k) of 37 CFR §1.633, as proposed to be amended, 
would provide that a party who fails to contest, by way of a timely 
preliminary motion under 37 CFR §1.633, the designation of a 
claim as corresponding to a count may not subsequently argue to 
an examiner-in-chief or the Board the separate patentability of 
claims designated to correspond to a count. 

The first sentence of section 1.641, as proposed to be amended, 
would be redesignated subsection (a) and would clarify that the 
Examiner-in-Chief would notify the parties by order of the 
unpatentability of claims designated as corresponding to a count. 
The word “corresponding” would be changed to “designated to 
correspond” to conform with the proposed revision to subsection 
1.601(f). Proposed subsection (a) would also indicate that re- 
sponses to the order may include argument and any preliminary 
motion permitted under §1.633(c), (d), or (h) as well as any 
supporting evidence. 

A new subsection (b) would be added to section 1.641 that 
would specify that the opposition and reply practice undersection 
1.638 applies to a preliminary motion filed in response to the 
Examiner-in-Chief’s order under subsection (a) of this section. 

Finally, the last sentence of the current section, 1.641 would be 
redesignated as subsection (c) and would include a reference to 
the preliminary motions under section 1.633 permitted under the 
revision to subsection (a) of this section. 

These rules will apply prospectively except when an exam- 
iner-in-chief notifies a party in an interference to the contrary. If 
a party is notified, the party will be given an opportunity to 
respond regarding the patentability of a count in the interference. 
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OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The proposed rule changes are in conformity with the require- 
ments of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
Executive Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduc- 
tion Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these proposed rule changes will not have a 
significant economic impact on a substantial number of small 
entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The prin- 
cipal impact of these proposed changes would be to clarify the 
procedure for arguing the patentability of claims corresponding 
to a count in patent interferences and thereby eliminate any 
confusion, delay, or redundancy that might result from misinter- 
pretation of the current rules. 

The Office has determined that this proposed rule change is 
not a major rule change, under Executive Order 12291. The 
annual effect on the economy will be less than $100 million. 
There will be no major increase in costs or prices for consumers; 
individuals; industries; Federal, state or local government agen- 
cies; or geographic regions. There will be no significant effects 
on competition, employment, investment, productivity, innova- 
tion, or on the ability of United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The Office has also determined that this notice has no Feder- 
alism implications affecting the relationship between the Na- 
tional Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

The rule change will not impose a burden under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act. 1980, 44 U.S.C 3501 et seq., since no record- 
keeping or reporting requirements within the coverage of the Act 
are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Inventions 
and patents. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, it is proposed to amend 
37 CFR part 1 wherein removals are indicated by brackets ([{]) 
and additions by arrows (><) as follows: 


PART | - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 
1. The authority citation for 37 CFR part | would continue to 


read as follows: 
Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.601 is proposed to be amended by revising Para- 
graph (f) to read as follows: 


§1.601 Scope of rules, definitions. 


kK KS 


(f) A “count” defines the interfering subject matter be- 
tween: 
(1) two or more applications or 
(2) one or more applications and one or more patents. 


When there is more than one count, each count shall define a 
separate patentable invention. Any claim of an application or 
patent [which] P>that is designated to<@ correspond[s] to a count 
is a claim involved in an interference within the meaning of 35 
U.S.C. 135(a). A claim of a patent or invention P>that<@ [which] 
is identical to a count is said to “correspond exactly” to the count. 
A claim of a patent or application P>»that<@ [which] is not 
identical to a count [,but which defines the same patentable 
invention as the count,] is said to correspond substantially” to the 
count. When a count is broader in scope than all claims P>that<q 
[which] correspond to the count, the count is a “phantom count.” 
A phantom count is not patentable to any party under 35 U.S.C. 
112. 


*e EK 


3. Section 1.633 is proposed to be amended by adding a new 
paragraph (k) to read as follows: 
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§1.633 Preliminary motions. 


ese ee 


(k) A party who fails to contest, by way of a timely filed 
preliminary motion under §1.633(c), the designation of a claim 
as corresponding to a count may not subsequently argue to an 
Examiner-in-Chief or the Board the separate patentability or the 
lack of separate patentability of claims designated to correspond 
to the count. 


4. Section 1.641 is proposed to be revised as follows: 
Unpatentability Discovered by Examiner-in-Chief 


>(a)<q During the pendency of an interference, if the exam- 
iner-in-chief becomes aware of a reason why a claim Pedesig- 
nated to correspond<@ [corresponding] to a count may not be 
patentable, the examiner-in-chief may [notify] P»enter an order 
notifying<@ the parties of the reason and set a time within which 
each party may present its views, B»which may include argu- 
ment and any appropriate preliminary motion under §1.633(c), 
(d), or (h), including any supporting evidence. 


P>(b) If a party timely files a preliminary motion in response 
to the order of the examiner-in-chief, any opponent may file an 
opposition pursuant to §1.638(a). If an opponent files an oppo- 
sition, the party may file a reply pursuant to §1.638(b).<q 


P(c)<@ After considering any timely filed views, P>including 
any timely filed preliminary motions under §1.633, <@ the 
examiner-in-chief shall decide how the interference shall pro- 
ceed. 

July 16, 1993 MICHAEL K. KIRK 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner 

of Patents and Trademarks 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1 
[Docket No. 910514-1195] 
[RIN: 0651-AA49] 


Patent Interference Proceedings 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) is amending 
its rules of practice in patent interference cases. The U.S. District 
Court for the District of Columbia recently decided Kochler v. 
Mustonen, Civil Action No. 90-1074 (D.D.C. Apr. 23, 1991). 
The District Court held that PTO practice regarding taking of 
testimony abroad was not clear. PTO rules require that a testi- 
mony period be set. The rules also require that testimony be taken 
during the testimony period. Rule 684 authorizes testimony to be 
taken abroad. However, rule 684 requires that a motion be filed 
for leave to take testimony abroad and that the motion be filed 
before the close of a party’s testimony period. The District Court 
suggested that a motion to take testimony abroad, filed in PTO on 
the last day of the testimony period, could be considered timely 
even though taking of the testimony might occur after the 
testimony period. By this amendment, PTO will continue to 
authorize the filing of a motion to take testimony abroad. How- 
ever, a party will have to file the motion within a time such that 
the testimony can be taken during the testimony period set under 
PTO rule 651. 

Effective Date: Sept. 27, 1991 

For Further Information Contact: Fred E. McKelvey by tele- 
phone at (703) 557-4035 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, DC 20231. 

Supplementary Information: The PTO conducts interference 
proceedings to determine who as between two or more appli- 
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cants for patent or one or more applicants and one or more 
patentees is the first inventor of a patentable invention. As part 
of its proofs in an interference, a party may request leave to take 
testimony abroad. 37 CFR §1.684 (1990). 

The U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia recently 
decided Kochler V. Mustonen, Civil Action No. 90-1074 (D.D.C. 
Apr. 23, 1991). The District Court held that PTO practice regard- 
ing taking of testimony abroad was not clear. PTO rule 651 (37 
CFR §1.651 (1990)) requires that a testimony period be set. Rule 
651 also requires that testimony be taken during the testimony 
period. Rule 684 (37 CFR §1.684 (1990)) authorizes testimony 
to be taken abroad. However, rule 684 requires that a motion be 
filed for leave to take testimony abroad and that the motion be 
filed before the close of a party’s testimony period. The District 
Court suggested that a motion to take testimony abroad, filed in 
PTO on the last day of the testimony period, could be considered 
timely even though taking of the testimony might occur after the 
testimony period. 

In a notice of proposed rule making published in the FED- 
ERAL REGISTER on June 12, 1991 56 FR 26949, paragraphs 
(a) and (d) of rule 651 and rule 684 were proposed to be revised 
to require a party to file the motion to take testimony abroad 
within a time such that the testimony could be taken during the 
testimony period set under PTO rule 651. 

One written comment was submitted by a Chief Executive 
Officer who stated his support of the proposed amendment. An 
attorney commented that the proposed amendment of §1.684 
appeared to foreclose the taking of testimony beyond any origi- 
nal time set under §1.651. The attorney suggested language be 
added to paragraph (c) stating the alternative that testimony 
abroad must be completed within the time set under §1.651 or by 
the Examiner-in-Chief. This suggestion has been adopted. 
Other Considerations: The rule changes are in conformity with 
the requirements of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 
et. seq.), Executive Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et. seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant adverse economic impact on a substantial number of small 
entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The prin- 
cipal impact of these changes is to clarify the need for taking 
testimony abroad during the testimony period. The rule changes 
include no additional or increased fees. Substantive rights are not 
adversely affected. 

The Office has determined that these rule changes are not a 
major rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on 
the economy will be less than $100 million. Because most of the 
changes do not change burdens, there will be no major increase 
in costs or prices for consumers; individual industries; Federal, 
state or local government agencies; or geographic regions. There 
will be no significant adverse effects on competition, employ- 
ment, investment, productivity or innovation, or on the ability of 
United States-based enterprises to compete with foreign-based 
enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

The rule change will not impose any additional burden 
under the paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq. 

‘The Office has also determined that this rule change has no 
Federalism implications affecting the relationship between the 
National Government and the States as outlined in Executive 
Order 12612. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Inventions 
and patents. 


For the reasons set forth in the preamble and pursuant to the 
authority granted to the Commissioner of Patents and Trade- 
marks by 35 U.S.C. 6 and 135, the PTO is amending 37 CFR part 
1 as follows: 


Part 1 —Rules of Practice in Patent Cases 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR part 1, Suspart E, contin- 
ues to read as follows: 


Authority: 35. U.S.C. 6, 23, 41 and 135. 
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2. Section 1.651 is revised as follows: 


§1.651 Setting times for discovery and taking testimony, parties 
entitled to take testimony. 

(a) At an appropriate stage in an interference, an examiner-in- 
chief shall set (1) a time for filing motions (§ 1.635) for additional 
discovery under §1.687(c) and (2) testimony periods for taking 
any necessary testimony (testimony includes testimony to be 
taken abroad under §1.684). 

(b) Where appropriate, testimony periods will be set to permit 
a party to: 

(1) Present its case-in-chief and/or case-in-rebuttal and/or 
(2) Cross-examine an opponent’s case-in-chief and/or a 
case-in-rebuttal. 

(c) A party is not entitled to take testimony to present a case- 
in-chief unless: 

(1) The examiner-in-chief orders the taking of testi- 
mony under §1.639(c); 

(2) The party alleges in its preliminary statement a date 
of invention prior to the earlier of the filing date or effective filing 
date of the senior party; 

(3) A testimony period has been set to permit an oppo- 
nent to prove a date of the invention prior to the earlier of the 
filing date or effective filing date of the party and the party has 
filed a preliminary statement alleging a date of invention prior to 
the date; or 

(4) A motion (§1.635) is filed showing good cause why 
a testimony period should be set. 

(d) Testimony, including any testimony to be taken abroad 
under § 1 .684, shall be taken and completed during the testimony 
periods set under paragraph (a) of this section. A party seeking 
to extend the period for taking testimony must comply with 
§$1.635 and §1.645(a). 


3. Section 1.684 is revised as follows: 


$1.684 Testimony in a foreign country. 


(a) An examiner-in-chief may authorize testimony of a wit- 
ness to be taken in a foreign country. A party seeking to take 
testimony in a foreign country shall, promptly after the testi- 
mony period is set, file a motion (§1.635): 

(1) Naming the witness 

(2) Describing the particular facts to which it is expected 
that the witness will testify. 

(3) Stating the grounds on which the moving party believes 
that the witness will testify. 

(4) Demonstrating that the expected testimony is relevant. 

(5) Demonstrating that the testimony cannot be taken in 
this country at all or cannot be taken in this country without 
hardship to the moving party greatly exceeding the hardship to 
which all opposing parties will be exposed by the taking of the 
testimony in a foreign country. 

(6) Accompanied by an affidavit stating that the motion is 
made in good faith and not for the purpose of delay or harassing 
any party. 

(7) Accompanied by written interrogatories to be asked of 
the witness. 

(b) Any opposition under §1.638(a) shall state any objection 
to the written interrogatories and shall include any cross-inter- 
rogatories to be asked of the witness. A reply under §1.638(b) 
may be filed and shall be limited to stating any objection to any 
cross-interrogatories proposed in the opposition. 

(c) If the motion is granted, taking of the testimony abroad 
must be completed within the testimony period set under §1.651 
or within such time as may be set by the Examiner-in-Chief. The 
moving party shall be responsible for obtaining answers to the 
interrogatories and cross-interrogatories before an officer quali- 
fied to administer oaths in the foreign country under the laws of 
the United States or the foreign country. The officer shall prepare 
a transcript of the interrogatories, cross-interrogatories, and 
recorded answers to the interrogatories and cross-interrogatories 
and shall transmit the transcript to BOX INTERFERENCE, 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, DC 
20231, with a certificate signed and sealed by the officer and 
showing: 

(1) The witness was duly sworn by the officer before 
answering the interrogatories and cross-interrogatories. 
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(2) The recorded answers are a true record of the answers 
given by the witness to the interrogatories and cross-interrogato- 
ries. 

(3) The name of the person by whom the answers were 
recorded and, if not recorded by the officer, whether the answers 
were recorded in the presence of the officer. 

(4) The presence or absence of any party. 

(5) The place, day, and hour that the answers were re- 
corded. 

(6) A copy of the recorded answers was read by or to the 
witness before the witness signed the recorded answers and that 
the witness signed the recorded answers in the presence of the 
officer. The officer shall state the circumstances under which a 
witness refuses to read or sign recorded answers. 

(7) The officer is not disqualified under §1.674. 

(d) If the parties agree in writing, the testimony may be taken 
before the officer on oral deposition. 

(e) A party taking testimony in a foreign country shall have the 
burden of proving that false swearing in the giving of testimony 
is punishable as perjury under the laws of the foreign country. 
Unless false swearing in the giving of testimony before the 
officer shall be punishable as perjury under the laws of the 
foreign country where testimony is taken, the testimony shall be 
entitled to the same weight as testimony taken in the United 
States. The weight of the testimony shall be determined in each 
case. 

Aug. 22, 1991 HARRY F. MANBECK, JR. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1 
[Docket No. 921118-3184] 

RIN: 0651-AA63 


Patent Interference Practice Burden of Proof 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) is amending 
its rules of practice in patent interference cases. The amended 
rules specify that a party filing a motion has the burden of proof 
for that motion. The amended rules also more clearly state the 
nature of expert-witness and fact-witness evidence that must 
accompany a preliminary motion. Moreover, a definition of 
“interlocutory order,” as contrasted with a final decision, is 
added to clarify the meaning of “interlocutory order.” 
Effective Date: Oct. 25, 1993. These rules will apply to all papers 
filed with the PTO on or after the effective date. 

For Further Information Contact: Fred E. McKelvey by tele- 
phone at (703) 305-9035 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: A Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
was published in the Federal Register (S58 FR 528) on Jan. 6, 
1993, and in the Official Gazette of the PTO (1147 Off. Gaz. 11) 
on Feb. 2, 1993. Comments were due Mar. 8, 1993. Four 
comments were received. 

The PTO proposed moving the presumption of correctness of 
an interlocutory order, which is presently in 37 CFR §1.655(a), 
to a proposed new subsection 1.601(q). The PTO also proposed 
to make explicit in 37 CFR §1.637(a) that a party filing a motion 
has the burden of proving why it is entitled to the relief sought in 
the motion. 

The PTO proposed to amend 37 CFR §1.639 to incorporate 
guidance provided in Hanagan v. Kimura, 16 USPQ2d 1791, 
1794 (Comm’r Pat. 1990). Subsection (c) of §1.639 was pro- 
posed to be amended to refer to “additional evidence in the form 
of testimony” so as to distinguish the evidence needed under 
subsection (c) from evidence submitted under subsections (a) 
and (b). Subsection (d) to 37 CFR §1.639 was proposed to be 
added to specify that the nature of evidence that must be submit- 
ted when an opinion of an expert is needed. Subsection (e) was 
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proposed to be added to specify the nature of evidence that must 
be submitted when a statement of a fact witness is to be relied 
upon. Subsection (f) was proposed to be added to specify the 
nature of a showing that should be made when a statement of an 
opponent is needed or evidence in possession of an opponent is 
needed. Subsection (g) was proposed to be added to specify the 
nature of evidence that must be supplied if inter partes tests are 
to be conducted. 

Present 37 CFR 1.655(a) was proposed to be amended by 
deleting the last sentence, which would be moved to and be 
included in the proposed definition of interlocutory order in 
proposed subsection 1.601(g). 

The PTO received one comment that endorsed the proposed 
rulemaking, but was otherwise directed to an earlier rule- 
making. 

The PTO received two comments regarding proposed subsec- 
tion 1.601(q). One comment suggested that procedural rules 
should not be placed in a definition. The comment suggested that 
the last two sentences of proposed subsection 1.601(q), which 
deal with the presumed correctness of interlocutory orders, be in 
a new subsection of section 1.655. This suggestion is adopted in 
part. The last two sentences of subsection 1 .601(q) will be moved 
to the end of subsection 1.655(a). 

A second comment challenged the sufficiency of the notice in 
the proposed rulemaking. The comment noted that the word 
“manifest” was omitted from the portion of existing subsection 
1.655(a) that was moved to new subsection 1.601 (q) and that the 
word “manifestly” was omitted from the remainder of subsec- 
tion 1.655(a). The comment argued that the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking did not provide sufficient notice of these omissions, 
which the comment characterized as substantive changes, and 
thus violates the requirements of 5 U.S.C. §553. This comment 
is not adopted. 

The Notice of Proposed Rulemaking gave specific notice of 
the actual terms of the proposed rule. Cf. §553(b) (requiring 
“[g]eneral notice” of “either the terms or substance of the 
proposed rule or a description of the subjects and issues in- 
volved.”) In any case, no change actually occurs because the 
omitted words, “manifest” and “manifestly”, in 37 CFR §1.655(a) 
are unnecessary. No board decision is known to have relied on 
the distinction between “error”, “clear error”, and “manifest 
error’. In appellate courts, manifest error is an extremely defer- 
ential standard of review that is closely tied to the abuse-of- 
discretion standard. See e.g., Datascope Corp. v. SMEC, Inc., 
879 F.2d 820, 827-28, 11 USPQ2d 1321, 1326 (Fed. Cir. 1989) 
(finding no manifest error). Board review of an examiner-in- 
chief’s interlocutory orders is not an independent review of a 
final decision by a lower tribunal. The board is the only entity that 
may decide interferences, 35 U.S.C. §135(a), and the examiner- 
in-chief, who is a member of the board, 35 U.S.C. §7(a), is almost 
always a member of the panel that ultimately decides the inter- 
ference. Thus, an extremely deferential standard of appeal in this 
context is inappropriate. 

The PTO received one comment regarding proposed subsec- 
tion 1.637(a). The comment noted that subsection 1.637(a) had 
been misprinted so that the text “a statement of the precise relief 
requested, (2)” had been omitted following the “(1)”. The com- 
ment is correct, the omission was a misprint, and the omitted text 
has been restored. 

The PTO received one comment regarding 37 CFR §1.639(b). 
The comment suggested that all proofs introduced under subsec- 
tion 1.639(b) remain in the record after the decision on the 
preliminary motions unless the proofs are expressly withdrawn. 
The opposing party could treat such proofs as subsection 1.672(b) 
declarations and request an opportunity to cross examine the 
declarants. The suggestion is not adopted because it is beyond 
the scope of the present rulemaking. 

The PTO received one comment regarding subsection 1 .639(c). 
The comment assumed that the word “needed” had been inten- 
tionally deleted from the end of the first sentence of subsection 
1.639(c), but noted that the deletion was not mentioned in the 
summary. The assumption is correct. This deletion is grammati- 
cally required after the addition of the text amending subsection 
1.639(c). 

The PTO received two comments regarding codification of 
the Hanagan guidelines in subsections |.639(d)-(g). One com- 
ment endorsed codification of the Hanagan guidelines, but 
suggested that the codification be reformulated to increase flex- 
ibility. In particular, the comment pointed to the unusual case 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 179 
(77) 


described in the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking where an 
opponent to a preliminary motion was overwhelmed with evi- 
dence. The comment suggested that the mandatory requirements 
of subsection 1.639, as amended, be revised to state that the 
information required under the Hanagan guidelines “should 
ordinarily” be provided. The comment is not adopted. 

When necessary, a party opposing a preliminary motion 
should request an extension of time to submit the information 
described in subsections 1.639(d) through (g), which do not 
require the submission of the actual testimony or evidence. In 
contrast, in the example discussed in the Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking, the examiner-in-chief deferred consideration of 
the preliminary motion until the final hearing to allow the 
opponent time to prepare a full opposition, which included the 
actual evidence the opponent relied upon to support the opposi- 
tion. As the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking pointed out, exam- 
iners-in-chief have, and should exercise, discretion to extend 
time or otherwise remedy problems that may arise when apply- 
ing the requirements of section 1.639 in specific cases. 

A second comment suggested that the requirements of subsec- 
tions 1.639(d) and (e) duplicate the declarations submitted under 
37 CFR §1.672(b). The comment recommends that the rules be 
revised to require a subsection | .672(b) declaration be submitted 
once, during the motions period, in support of an opposition to 
a preliminary motion. The recommendation is not adopted. 

Subsection 1.672(b) is directed to the technical requirements 
for submitting affidavits or depositions for testimony that will 
not be compelled. Subsection 1.639(c), which invokes the re- 
quirements of subsections 1.639(d) and (e), requires a descrip- 
tion of the proposed testimony, not an affidavit or deposition of 
the testimony itself. A request under subsection 1.639(c) must 
describe the nature of the testimony being sought so the exam- 
iner-in-chief can determine whether the testimony is actually 
needed. Hanagan, 16 USPQ2d at 1794. Subsection 1.639(c) is 
intended to address the situation where evidence in the form of 
testimony is not available to the party asserting a need for the 
evidence. The Hanagan guidelines require such a party to justify 
the delay and inconvenience that may result by explaining what 
the party expects the testimony to prove. To this end, subsection 
1.639(c) is revised to clarify that it only applies to testimony that 
is unavailable to the party seeking the testimony. 


OTHER CONSIDERATION 


The rule changes are in conformity with the requirements of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C.601 et seq.), Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et. seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The principle 
impact of these changes would be to clarify procedure in patent 
interferences and thereby eliminate ambiguity that may exist in 
current rules. 

The Office has determined that these rule changes are not a 
major rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on 
the economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no 
major increase in costs or prices for consumers; individuals; 
industries; Federal, state or local government agencies; or geo- 
graphic regions. There will be no significant effects on 
competition, employment, investment, productivity, innova- 
tion, or on the ability of the United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The Office has also determined that this notice has no Feder- 
alism implications affecting the relationship between the Na- 
tional Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

These rule changes will not impose a burden under the Paper- 
work Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq., since no 
recordkeeping or reporting requirements within the coverage of 
the Act are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Inventions 
and patents. 
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PART | - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | would continue to 
read as follows: 
Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.601 is amended by adding paragraph (q) to read 
as follows: 


$1.601 Scope of rules, definitions. 


e*#ee% 


(q) A final decision is a decision awarding judgement as to all 
counts. An interlocutory order is any other action taken by an 
examiner-in-chief or a panel of the Board in an interference, 
including the notice declaring an interference. 


3. Section 1.637 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read 
as follows: 


$1.637 Content of motions. 


(a) A party filing a motion has the burden of proof to show that 
it is entitled to the relief sought in the motion. Every motion shall 
include (1) a statement of the precise relief requested, (2) a 
statement of the material facts in support of the motion, and (3) 
a full statement of the reasons why the relief requested should be 
granted. 


s*ee* 


4. Section 1.639 is amended by revising paragraph (c) and by 
adding paragraphs (d) through (g) as follows: 


$1.639 Evidence in support of motion, opposition, or reply. 


see 


(c) If a party believes that additional evidence in the form of 
testimony that is unavailable to the party is necessary to support 
or oppose a preliminary motion under §1.633 or a motion to 
correct inventorship under §1.634, the party shall describe the 
nature of any proposed testimony as specified in paragraphs (d) 
through (g) of this section. If the examiner-in-chief finds that 
testimony is needed to decide the motion, the examiner-in-chief 
finds that testimony is needed to decide the motion, the exam- 
iner-in-chief may grant appropriate interlocutory relief and enter 
an order authorizing the taking of testimony and deferring a 
decision on the motion to final hearing. 

(d) When additional evidence in the form of expert-witness 
testimony is needed in support of or opposition to a preliminary 
motion, the moving party or opponent should: 

(1) identify the person whom it expects to call as an expert; 

(2) state the field in which the person is alleged to be an 
expert; and 

(3) state: 

(i) the subject matter on which the person is expected to 
testify; 

(ii) the facts and opinions to which the person is expected 
to testify: and 

(iii) a summary of the grounds and basis for each opinion. 

(e) When additional evidence in the form of fact-witness 
testimony is necessary, state the facts to which the witness is 
expected to testify. 

(f) If the opponent is to be called, or if evidence in the 
possession of the opponent is necessary, explain the evidence 
sought, what it will show, and why it is needed. 

(g) When inter partes tests are to be performed, describe the 
tests stating what they will be expected to show. 


5. Section 1.655 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read 
as follows: 


$1.655 Matters considered in rendering a final decision. 


(a) In rendering a final decision, the Board may consider any 
properly raised issue including (1) priority of invention, (2) 
derivation by an opponent from a party who filed a preliminary 
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statement under §1.625, (3) patentability of the invention, (4) 
admissibility of evidence, (5) any interlocutory matter deferred 
to final hearing, and (6) any other matter necessary to resolve the 
interference. The Board may also consider whether any inter- 
locutory order was erroneous or an abuse of discretion. All 
interlocutory orders shall be presumed to have been correct and 
the burden of showing error or an abuse of discretion shall be on 
the party attacking the order. When two or more interlocutory 
orders involve the same issue, the last entered order shall be 
presumed to have been correct. 


ee ee 


Sept. 16, 1993 BRUCE A. LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
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(78) Interference Practice: Matters Relating to 


Belated Preliminary Motions 


In some interference proceedings, evidence which would 
provide a basis for a preliminary motion under 37 CFR 1.633 
does not come to light until after a decision on preliminary 
motions has been entered. For example, a party may conclude, 
after hearing the opponent’s testimony, that the opponent’s 
application or patent does not comply with the “best mode” 
requirement of 35 USC § 112, first paragraph; or a prior art 
reference may be found which the party could not previously 
have located. The purpose of this notice is to clarify the policy of 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences as to what steps 
the party must take if it wishes to have an issue based on such 
evidence considered by the Board. 

If the time for filing preliminary motions has expired, and then 
evidence comes to light which in the opinion of a party would 
provide basis for a preliminary motion under 37 CFR 1.633, that 
party may not simply raise the matter in its brief at final hearing 
for the Board’ s consideration. Rather, it is the policy of the Board 
that it will not consider the matter unless the party files promptly 
after the evidence becomes available: 

(1) the appropriate preliminary motion under 37 CFR 
1.633; and 

(2) a motion under 37 CFR 1.635 showing sufficient cause 
why the preliminary motion was not timely filed, as required by 
37 CFR 1.645(b). This motion must include the certificate 
required by 37 CFR 1.637(b). 

If either party believes that additional evidence or discovery 
concerning the matter raised by the motion(s) is necessary, 
motions (1) and (2) should also be accompanied by or responded 
to by such other motions as may be appropriate, as for example, 
motions under 37 CFR 1.651(b) (4) or 1.687(c). 

Oct. 6, 1992 SAUL I. SEROTA 
Chairman, Board of Patent 
Appeals and Interferences 


[1144 OG 8] 


(79) Interference Practice: Response to 


Order to Show Cause Under 37 CFR 1.640 


37 CFR 1.640(e) provides that when an order to show cause 
under 37 CFR 1.640(d) is issued against an interference party, 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences will enter judg- 
ment against that party “unless, within 20 days after the date of 
the order, the party against whom the order issued files a paper 
which shows good cause why judgment should not be entered in 
accordance with the order.” In the application of this rule, some 
confusion has arisen as to the nature of the “paper” which the 
party must file when the basis of the order is 37 CFR 1.640(d)(1), 
i.e., where “[a] decision on a motion is entered which is disposi- 
tive of the interference against the party on any count.” 

Normally, the “paper” filed in response to such an order to 
show cause should be a simple request that final hearing (see 37 
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CFR 1.654) be set to review the decision on the motion which 
was dispositive of the interference against the party, as well as 
any other decision on motion which the party may wish to have 
reviewed by the Board.* When such a response is filed, the 
Examiner-in-Chief will normally set the times for filing briefs 
under 37 CFR 1.656. The response should be accompanied by a 
motion requesting a testimony period, if the party desires to take 
testimony. See 37 CFR 1.640(e), last sentence. Also, an oppos- 
ing party may request a testimony period, even if the 
party responding to the order to show cause does not. 
Such a request should be filed promptly after the Examiner-in- 
Chief enters an order setting the brief times, but in no event more 
than twenty (20) days after entry of such order. Cf. the 
Commissioner’s Notice of June 15, 1981, 1008 O.G. 9 (July 14, 
1981). 

Instead of filing a request that final hearing be set, the party 
under order to show cause may file a paper containing a full 
discussion of the reasons why judgment should not be entered. 
However, before deciding to file such a paper, the following 
should be taken into consideration: 

(1) Such paper will be construed as a request for final hearing 
if a testimony period is requested; 

(2) Such paper will be deemed a waiver of any opportunity to 
present oral argument concerning the matters discussed therein, 
and the matter will be decided by the Board based upon the 
content of the paper and any response thereto; 

(3) An opposing party may still request final hearing and/or 
a testimony period within twenty (20) days of the date of service 
of the paper, and if either request is granted it will be necessary 
for the parties to file briefs under 37 CFR 1.656. 

It is the policy of the Board of Patent Appeals and Interfer- 
ences that when final hearing is set pursuant to a request therefor 
following an order to show cause issued as a result of a decision 
on preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 or 1.634, the parties 
must raise at that hearing for consideration by the Board all 
matters specified in 37 CFR 1.655(b) which were decided on the 
merits by the Examiner-in-Chief and which they wish to have 
considered. In other words, once the brief times are set for such 
a final hearing, every matter which was decided by an Examiner- 
in-Chief in connection with a motion under 37 CFR 1.633 or 
1.634 must be raised in the parties’ main briefs if the parties wish 
to have those matters considered by the Board. A party cannot 
wait to see what the Board’s decision on one such matter will be 
and then, if the decision is unfavorable to the party and the case 
continues, raise that matter or any other such matter at a subse- 
quent final hearing. 


DONALD W. PETERSON, 
Deputy Commissioner 

of Patents 

and Trademarks. 


Dec. 8, 1986. 


[1074 OG 4] 


(80) Winkler v. Guglielmino 

On March 15, 1989, a panel of the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences entered a decision in an interference awarding 
priority to junior party, Guglielmino, and held that Winkler, the 
senior party, is not entitled to a patent containing a claim 
corresponding to the interference count because he admitted 
the subject matter of the count was unpatentable. 
Gugielmino v. Winkler, 11 USPQ2d 1389 (Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 
1989). 

An appeal was taken to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. On May 9, 1990, the Federal Circuit vacated and 
remanded. Winkler v. Gulielmino, Appeal No. 89-1571 (Fed. Cir. 
May 9, 1990). The opinion in support of the decision was not 
published. 

In view of the Federal Circuit's decision, the Board’s pub- 
lished decision is no longer viable precedent and will not be 
followed. 

In the future, a motion for judgment under 37 CFR § 1.633(a) 
contending that an opponent’s claims corresponding to a count 
are not patentable over the prior art shall not be taken as an 
admission per se that the moving party’s claims corresponding 
to the count are also unpatentable. However, if an Examiner-in- 
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Chief or a panel of the Board determines that the motion should 
be granted on the merits and the prior art relied upon by the 
moving party is equally applicable to the claims of the moving 
party, action may be taken against all parties under 37 CFR 
§ 1.641 by issuing an order to show cause. When the prior art 
relied upon in support of the motion is not a statutory bar, a party 
in the response to the order to show cause may request a 
testimony period for the purpose of presenting evidence to 
overcome the date of the relied upon prior art. 
Prior cases, such as Slivinski v. Lane, 1922 Dec. Comm’r Pat. 
4 (Comm’r Pat. 1922), held that when an applicant, in interfer- 
ence with a patent, called attention to a reference which allegedly 
anticipated the subject matter of the count, the interference 
should be dissolved and the applicant’s claims rejected on the 
admission of non-patentability. The rationale behind this hold- 
ing was that the Patent Office had no jurisdiction in an interfer- 
ence to cancel a patent. Since 35 U.S.C. § 135(a) gives the Board 
jurisdiction to consider patentability in an interference and 
present interference rules authorize a motion for judgment against 
a patentee based on unpatentability over the prior art, the holding 
of Slivinski and similiar cases is no longer applicable. Under 37 
CFR §§ 1.601 through 1.690, a motion for judgment based on 
unpatentability over prior art does not constitute an admission of 
unpatentability to the moving party. 
May 23, 1990 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 


{1115 O.G. 31] 


(81) Interferences—Preliminary Motions for Judgment 


When a party files a preliminary motion for judgment [37 CFR 
§ 1.633(a)] against an opponent in an interference on the ground 
that the claim(s) corresponding to a count are unpatentable over 
prior art, and, based upon the effective filing date(s) of the 
application(s)/patent(s) involved in the interference, the prior art 
would also be applicable to the moving party, the following will 
apply: 

1. The mere filing of the motion will not be construed as an 
admission by the moving party [See Commissioner’s Notice of 
May 23, 1990, 1115 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 31 (June 19, 1990), 
discussing Winkler v. Guglielmino, Appeal No. 89-1571 (Fed. 
Cir. May 9, 1990) (unpublished)]. 

2. The Examiner-in-Chief (EIC) will determine (i) whether the 
date(s) of the cited prior art are such that it would on its face 
appear to apply to the moving party, and (ii) if so, whether the 
motion includes an explanation as to why the prior art would not 
be applicable to the movant. If the motion does not contain an 
explanation, the EIC will send a letter to the moving party. The 
letter must: (a) inform the movant that the prior art appears to be 
applicable against the movant; (b) set a time period to provide an 
explanation as to why the prior art does not apply to the movant; 
(c) state that unless a sufficient explanation (and evidence, if 
appropriate, e.g., Rule 132 affidavit) is filled within the time set, 
the movant will not be permitted to rely on any such explanation 
(and evidence) in response to or in any subsequent action in the 
interference. 

3.If the movant provides no explanation, or an insufficient 
explanation, as to why the cited prior art would not apply to the 
movant, the EIC will determine whether or not the prior art cited 
in support of the motion renders the count (claims corresponding 
to the count) unpatentabe to the moving party as well as each of 
the other parties. If the EIC concludes that the claims are unpat- 
entable, the EIC will issue an Order to Show Cause under 37 CFR 
§ 1.640 against all parties to whom the prior art is applicable 
without regard to the dates alleged in the preliminary state- 
ments.' Note that if the moving party expressly admits that the 
prior art renders his corresponding claims unpatentable, the EIC 
must still determine whether the corresponding claims of the 
other parties are unpatentable over that art. 

4. In response to the Order to Show Cause, the parties have the 
options set forth in the Commissioner’s Notice of December 8, 
1986, 1074 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 4 (January 6, 1987), and/or may 
move under 37 CFR § 1.651(c)(4) for a testimony period, if 
appropiate. However, the following should be noted: 
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A. If the party who filed the motion for judgment is under the 
Order to Show Cause, the party’s showing and/or request for 
testimony in response to the Order may not be based upon any 
reasons which could have been, but were not, given in 
explanation of why the cited prior art would not apply to the 

arty. 

. B. If the prior art is not a statutory bar to a party and the 
allegations in that party’s preliminary statement, if proven, 
would antedate the effective date(s) of the prior art, an appropri- 
ate response to the Order to Show Cause would be a request to 
take testimony to antedate the prior art, as well as to prove 
priority of invention. /f applicable, this option may be specified 
in the Order to Show Cause. 

C. A request for a testimony period to remove the prior art 
based upon other reasons, e.g., inoperativeness of a reference, 
unexpected results, etc., must meet the criteria set forth in- 
Hanagan v. Kimura, Interference No. 102,150 ___USPQ2d__ 

(Comm’r. Pat. Apr. 5, 1990) (LEXIS, Patcop library, Omni 
file). 

D. Even assuming corroboration, the evidence necessary to 
antedate a reference is not necessarily the same as that required 
to prove priority of invention. Cf, Anderson v. Norman, 185 
USPQ 371 (Comm’r Pat. 1968). Therfore, depending on the 
circumstances, a request to take priority testimony may not be 
adequate to cover taking testimony to antedate the reference, and 
vice versa. 


August 10, 1990 SAUL SEROTA 
Chairman, 
Board of Patentt 


Appeals and Interferences 


1. Goutzoulis v. Athale, 15 USPQ2d 1461 (Comm’r Pat.) suggests that 
a preliminary statement might be considered to determine whether an 
Order to Show Cause should be issued. In view of the procedure outlined 
herein, that suggestion will not be followed 


[1118 O.G. 19} 


Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 1 
[Docket No. 50103-7058] 


Arbitration of Patent Interference Cases 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Final rule. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office is amending its 
rules to implement the arbitration provisions of section 105 of the 
Patent Law Amendments Act of 1984, Pub. L. 98-622. 
Effective Date: May 27, 1987. 

For Further Information Contact: lan A. Calvert or Michael 
Sofocleous by telephone at (703) 557-4000 or by mail marked to 
the attention of either and addressed to Box Interference, Com- 
missioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. 
Supplementary Information: Section 105 of the Patent Law 
Amendments Act of 1984, enacted Nov. 8, 1984, provides for the 
arbitration of patent interference cases. Section 105, codified as 
35 U.S.C. 135(d), provides: 


Parties to a patent interference, within such time as may be 
specified by the Commissioner by regulation, may determine 
such contest or any aspect thereof by arbitration. Such arbitration 
shall be governed by the provisions of title 9 to the extent such 
title is not inconsistent with this section. The parties shall give 
notice of any arbitration award to the Commissioner, and such 
award shall, as between the parties to the arbitration, be disposi- 
tive of the issues to which it relates. The arbitration award 
shall be unenforceable until such notice is given. Nothing 
in this subsection shall preclude the Commissioner from deter- 
mining patentability of the invention involved in the interfer- 
ence. 
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The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) conducts interfer- 
ence proceedings to determine any question of patentability and 
priority of invention between two or more parties claiming the 
same patentable invention. An interference may be declared 
between two or more pending applications naming different 
inventors when, in the opinion of an examiner, the applications 
contain claims for the same patentable invention. An interfer- 
ence may be declared between one or more pending applications 
and one or more unexpired patents naming different inventors 
when, in the opinion of an examiner, any application and any 
unexpired patent contain claims for the same patentable inven- 
tion. Patent interference cases can be quite expensive. Arbitra- 
tion may prove useful to minimize expenses in interference 
cases. The arbitration rule applies to all pending interferences. 


The PTO published an advance notice of rulemaking in the 
Federal Register of Jan. 16, 1985 (SO FR 2294-2296). The notice 
was also published in the Official Gazette on Feb. 12, 1985 (1051 
O.G. 9-10). The notice also appeared in the Bureau of National 
Affairs’ Patent, Trademark and Copyright Journal, Vol. 29, p. 
310 (Jan. 24, 1985), hereinafter “BNA.” Five written comments 
were received in response to the advance notice. 

A notice of proposed rulemaking was published in the Fed- 
eral Register on Sept. 15, 1986 (51 FR 32756-32762), in the 
Official Gazette on Oct. 21, 1986 (1071 0.G. 25-31), and in 
BNA’s Patent, Trademark and Copyright Journal, Vol. 32, pp. 
552-558 (Sept. 18, 1986). In response to the notice, three com- 
ments, two in writing and one by telephone, were received. 
These comments are discussed herein. 

All written comments are available for public inspection in 
Rm. 10C01, Crystal Gateway 2, 1225 Jefferson Davis Hwy., 
Arlington, Va. 


Discussion of the Rule 


Under § 1.690 the arbitrator can determine issues of patenta- 
bility as between the parties but a determination by him or her 
that the subject matter is patentable would not be binding upon 
the PTO. If the arbitrator’s award holds that a party’s claims 
corresponding to the count are unpatentable over prior art or 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, that determination would be binding on that 
party vis-a-vis the party’s opponent and would result in a judg- 
ment adverse to that party. The judgment, however, would not 
discharge the duty that each party has under 37 CFR 1.56 to bring 
to the attention of the examiner in charge of its respective 
application any prior art and/or reason relied upon by the arbitra- 
tor in the determination of unpatentability. 

It is the longstanding practice of the PTO to favor the settle- 
ment of interferences and the PTO looks with favor on all proper 
efforts in that direction as being conducive to the termination of 
the proceeding. See 4 Revise and Caesar, Interference Law and 
Practice, section 861, p. 2956 (Michie Co. 1948) and the Com- 
missioner’s Notice of Nov. 9, 1976, titled, “Extensions of Time 
and Filing of Papers in Interferences,” 953 Official Gazette 2 
(Dec. 7, 1976). In this regard, the notice states that: 


* * * stipulation or motions for extensions of time under 37 
CFR 1.245 will not henceforth be approved or granted, respec- 
tively, unless accompanied by a detailed showing of facts suffi- 
cient to establish that the action for which the extension is sought 
could not have been or cannot be taken or completed during the 
time previously set therefor, and that the entire extension appears 
necessary for the taking or completion of that action. Since the 
Office favors the amicable settlement of interferences, the fore- 
going requirement will be liberally applied in the case of a first 
request for extension of time for the purpose of negotiating 
settlement. 


Consequently, the examiner-in-chief may give favorable 
consideration to a motion for an extension of time for purposes 
of settlement; however, a further motion for an extension for that 
purpose would not be granted unless it is accompanied by a 
schedule of specific dates showing that the parties will make a 
good faith effort to promptly terminate the proceeding. If pre- 
liminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 have not been filed, the 
examiner-in-chief would not normally extend the time for their 
filing merely for purposes of settlement. In these circumstances, 
the examiner-in-chief would require that the preliminary mo- 
tions be filed or that their filing be waived. 
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If the proceeding is in the testimony stage, the examiner-in- 
chief could grant the parties’ motion to extend all the unexpired 
testimony times to close concurrently on the date the record is 
due provided they file a stipulation that any evidence to be 
submitted will be in one of the forms specified in 37 CFR 
1.672(e) and (f), i.e., affidavit testimony or a stipulation either as 
to what a particular witness would testify to if called or the facts 
in the case of any party. 

Analogously, the aforesaid practice would apply to arbitra- 
tion. Section 1.690 requires that parties who intend to arbitrate an 
interference notify the examiner-in-chief in writing of their 
intention to arbitrate and file a copy of the arbitration agreement 
within 20 days of its execution. Pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 135(c) an 
agreement to arbitrate is considered to be one “made in connec- 
tion with and in contemplation of the termination of the interfer- 
ence”. The agreement must be in writing a copy filed in the PTO 
within 20 days after its execution. The notification of intention to 
arbitrate must be made in a separate paper. Merely incorporating 
the notification in the agreement is not sufficient to comply with 
§ 1.690(a). The parties also will be required to adhere to a time 
schedule approved by the examiner-in-chief such that the inter- 
ference proceeding can be expeditiously resolved so as to pre- 
vent the unnecessary postponement of the beginning of the 
running of the term of any patent resulting from an application 
involved in the interference. Pritchard v. Loughlin, 361 F.2d 
483, 149 USPQ 841 (CCPA 1966). 

If the parties desire to arbitrate an interference prior to the 
close of the motion period, the examiner-in-chief will not nor- 
mally grant an extension of time for the purpose. The parties will 
be required to file their preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633. 
After the motions are filed, the examiner-in-chief could grant an 
extension only upon compliance with 37 CFR 1.645 which 
requires a showing of “good cause.” Such a “good cause” 
showing would normally include a schedule, agreed to by the 
parties, setting forth, inter alia, the dates for (1) executing the 
arbitration agreement, (2) determining priority and (3) terminat- 
ing the interference. 


Section 1.690(a) requires that an arbitration agreement in- 
clude the following: 


(1) The name of the arbitrator or a date certain (not more than 
30 days after the execution of the agreement) for his cr her 
selection. 

(2) The issues to be decided by the arbitrator. 

(3) A provisions that the arbitrator’s award is binding on the 
parties and that the Board can enter a judgment based thereon. 


Section 1.690(c) requires that a copy of the arbitration award 
be filed within 20 days from the date of the award or by a date set 
by the examiner-in-chief. 

If the proceeding is in the testimony stage and the parties 
desire to arbitrate, the examiner-in-chief could grant a reason- 
able extension for that purpose. A motion for a further extension 
for that purpose would not be granted unless it were accompa- 
nied by a schedule, agreed to by the parties, setting forth, inter 
alia, the dates for (1) executing the arbitration agreement, (2) 
determining priority, and (3) terminating the interference. If the 
parties are to submit the required schedule, a motion for a further 
extension could be granted. If the parties file a copy of the 
arbitration agreement and they agree that any evidence submit- 
ted in the proceeding will be in one of the forms specified by 37 
CFR 1.672(e) or (f), the examiner-in-chief could give favorable 
consideration to the parties’ motion that all the unexpired times 
be extended to close concurrently on the date the record is due. 
By that date, the parties would be required to file the arbitrator’s 
award and their records, if necessary for the resolution of any 
issue not decided by the arbitrator. If the award is not dispositive 
of all the issues in the interference, the examiner-in-chief would 
set brief times so that parties could explain their evidence 
relating to any issues which the arbitrator did not, or was unable 
to decide. For example, the award might be dispositive of the 
issue of priority between the parties and leave for the Board’s 
determination the question of substituting a new count raised in 
a preliminary motion under 37 CFR 1.633. 

The arbitration award, filed by the parties, would be in the 
nature of a final decision and should include the following: 

(1) The style (e.g., Jones v. Smith), the number of the interfer- 
ence and the names of the real parties in interest. 
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(2) The subject matter in issue, i.e., the counts and a table of 
counts, if necessary, indicating the relationship of the parties’ 
claims corresponding to each count and those claims not corre- 
sponding thereto. 

(3) The issues for decision before the arbitrator. 

(4) The arbitrator’s decision. The decision may also include 
a statement of the grounds and reasoning in support thereof. 

(5) A summary, if appropriate, indicating, inter alia, that 
judgment should be awarded to one of the parties. 

Any party to the arbitration can attack the award only in the 
manner provided by 9 U.S.C. 10 and 11. 


9 U.S.C. 10 reads as follows: 


In either of the following cases the United States court in and 
for the district wherein the award was made may make an order 
vacating the award upon the application of any party to the 
arbitration— 

(a) Where the award was procured by corruption, fraud, or 
undue means. 

(b) Where there was evident partiality or corruption in the 
arbitrators, or either of them. 

(c) Where the arbitrators were guilty of misconduct in refus- 
ing to postpone the hearing, upon sufficient cause shown, or in 
refusing to hear evidence pertinent and material to the contro- 
versy; or of any other misbehavior by which the rights of any part 
have been prejudiced. 

(d) Where the arbitrators exceeded their powers, or so imper- 
fectly execute them that a mutual, final, and definite award upon 
the subject matter submitted was not made. 

(e) Where an award is vacated and the time within which the 
agreement required the award to be made has not expired the 
court may, in its discretion, direct a rehearing by the arbitrators. 


9 U.S.C. 11 reads as follows: 


In either of the following cases, the United States court in and 
for the district wherein the award was made may make an order 
modifying or correcting the award upon the application of any 
party to the arbitration— 

(a) Where there was an evident material miscalculation of 
figures or an evident material mistake in the description of any 
person, thing, or property referred to in the award. 

(b) Where the arbitrators have awarded upon a matter not 
submitted to them, unless it is a matter not affecting the merits of 
the decision upon the matter submitted. 

(c) Where the award is imperfect in matter of form not 
affecting the merits of the controversy. 

The order may modify and correct the award, so as to effect 
the intent thereof and promote justice between the parties. 


See, for example, Fairchild and Co., Inc. v. Richmond, F. and 
P.R. Co.,516 F.Supp. 1305 (D.D.C. 1981). If such an attack were 
to be made by one of the parties while the interference is pending 
before the Board, the Board would not stay the interference. 
Rather, the Board would issue its judgment in accordance with 
the award. So long as the award is in compliance with § 1.690, it 
would carry the presumption that the arbitrator acted correctly in 
making his decision and accordingly, the party designated by the 
award as the prevailing party would be entitled prima facie to a 
judgment in its favor. If the dissatisfied party brings an action in 
an appropriate United States district court and if the court 
vacates, modifies or corrects the award, the Board would take 
action consistent with the court’s findings. No action would lie 
in the PTO to vacate or correct an arbitration award, unless all 
parties agreed in writing. 

The following examples illustrate the practice of the PTO 
concerning arbitration. 


Example 1 
Arbitration Practice—Preliminary Stage 


An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. The parties decide to arbitrate the interference 
in accordance with § 1.690 and file a motion for an extension of 
time so that they can “freely” arbitrate the interference, but do not 
file a waiver of their right to file motions. 
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The examiner-in-chief would deny the motion because the 
parties’ intention to arbitrate, in and of itself, does not constitute 
a showing of “good cause” within the meaning of 37 CFR 
1.645(a). Even if the parties file an agreement to arbitrate, the 
PTO would not grant any extension of time to permit the parties 
to “freely” arbitrate an interference prior to the expiration of the 
time for filing preliminary motions. 


Example 2 
Arbitration Practice—Testimony Stage 


An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633. The parties 
file preliminary motions; the examiner-in-chief renders a deci- 
sion thereon and sets the testimony times. The parties file a notice 
of intent to arbitrate the interference under § 1.690(a) and a 
motion for a one month extension of the testimony times. The 
examiner-in-chief could grant the motion, but would indicate 
that if the parties file another motion for an extension for that 
purpose, the motion must be accompanied by a schedule, agreed 
to by the parties, setting forth the dates for (1) executing the 
arbitration agreement, (2) determining priority and (3) terminat- 
ing the interference. 


The parties file a motion for an additional one month exten- 
sion of time to permit the parties to arbitrate the interference. 
Accompanying the motion is a proposed schedule of times and 
a copy of the arbitration agreement which provides, inter alia, (i) 
the name of the arbitrator or a date certain for his selection, (ii) 
that the arbitrator’s award will be binding on the parties, (iii) the 
issues to be decided by the arbitrator and (iv) that the award will 
be filed by the date the record is due. The parties also indicate that 
the evidence to be filed in the proceeding will be in one of the 
forms specified by 37 CFR 1.672(e) or (f). The examiner-in- 
chief could grant the motion and indicate that he will give 
favorable consideration to a motion to extend all the unexpired 
times to close concurrently on the date the record is due should 
the parties request such. 

On the date for filing the record, the parties file the arbitrator’s 
award and their evidentiary records, if necessary. The award 
states (i) the style and number of the interference and the real 
parties in interest, (ii) the subject matter in issue and the parties’ 
claims which correspond thereto and which do not correspond 
thereto, (iii) the issues for decision before the arbitrator, (iv) the 
arbitrator’s decision (which may include a statement of the 
grounds and reasoning in support thereof) and (v) that judgment 
should be awarded to one of the parties. The examiner-in-chief 
examines the award to ensure that it complies with § 1.690 and 
is dispositive of the issues in the interference which can be 
decided by the arbitrator. If the award is otherwise acceptable, 
the Board would issue a judgment based on the award. If the 
award is not dispositive of all the issues in the interference, the 
examiner-in-chief would determine how the interference will 
proceed. 


Example 3 


Arbitration Practice—Award Decides Interference-in-Fact Is- 
sue and Junior Party Takes No Testimony 


An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. The junior party files a motion for judgment 
under 37 CFR 1.633(b) on the ground that there is no interfer- 
ence-in-fact between his claims corresponding to the count and 
his opponent’s claims corresponding thereto. The examiner-in- 
chief denies the motion, examines the preliminary statements 
and sets the testimony times. 

During the testimony period, the parties decide to arbitrate the 
interference, notify the examiner-in-chief of their intent to arbi- 
trate and file an arbitration agreement which is approved by the 
examiner-in-chief. On the date for filing the record, the junior 
party files the award together with a motion requesting that the 
interference be terminated in view of the award. He does not file 
a record. In his award the arbitrator holds that no interference-in- 
fact exists between the parties’ claims corresponding to the 
count. 
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The motion would be denied because the award decides a 
matter of patentability which would not result in a judgment 
adverse to one of the parties. Consequently, the junior party 
would be placed under an order to show cause why judgment 
under 37 CFR 1.652 should not be entered against him for his 
failure to file an evidentiary record by the time set therefore. In 
response to the order, the junior party requests final hearing to 
review the examiner-in-chief’s denial of the motion for judg- 
ment and a testimony period to show no interference-in-fact. The 
examiner-in-chief would grant the junior party’s request 
to the extent that final hearing is set and would deny 
the request for testimony because the junior party al- 
ready had the opportunity to take testimony on the mat- 
ter. 


Example 4 


Arbitration Practice—Cannot Decide Patentability 

An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. The junior party files a motion for judgment 
under 37 CFR 1.633(a) on the ground that the claims correspond- 
ing to the count are unpatentable over prior art. In his decision on 
motions, the examiner-in-chief grants the motion and places 
both parties under an order pursuant to 37 CFR 1.640(d)(1) to 
show cause why judgment should not be entered against them as 
to the count. In response to the order, the senior party files a paper 
in accordance with 37 CFR 1.640(e) purportedly showing good 
cause why judgment should not be entered in accordance with 
the order and a motion requesting permission to arbitrate the 
patentability issue. The examiner-in-chief would deny the mo- 
tion. The arbitrator is without authority to extablish vis-a-vis the 
public that the subject matter of the court is patentable. Thus, the 
arbitration will serve no useful purpose. The Board would 
consider the senior party’s paper and enter an appropriate order. 


Example 5 
Arbitration Practice—Award After Decision on Motions 


An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. The junior party files a motion for judgment 
under 37 CFR 1.633(a) on the ground that the claims correspond- 
ing to counts | and 2 are unpatentable over prior art. In his 
decision on motions, the examiner-in-chief grants the motion 
with respect to count 1, denies the motion with respect to count 
2 and places both parties under an order pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.640(d)(1) to show cause why judgment should not be entered 
against them as to count |. The senior party files a paper in 
accordance with 37 CFR 1.640(e); the junior party, a response 
thereto. The Board considers the paper and the response thereto 
and based on the record enters judgment adverse to both parties 
as to count |. Thereafter, the examiner-in-chief examines the 
preliminary statements and sets dates for taking testimony and 
filing the record. 

During the testimony period, the parties decide to arbitrate the 
interference, notify the examiner-in-chief of their intent to arbi- 
trate and file an arbitration agreement which is approved by the 
examiner-in-chief. In his award, the arbitrator decides that judg- 
ment should be awarded to the junior party. Cn the date for filing 
the record, both parties file the award together with a motion 
requesting that the interference be terminated in view of the 
award. No record is filed. 

The motion would be granted and accordingly it would be 
held that the senior party is not entitled to a patent containing his 
claims corresponding to count 2. 


Example 6 
Arbitration Practice—Award Decides Patentability 


An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. No motions for judgment under 37 CFR 1.633 
are filed and after the examination of the preliminary statements, 
the examiner-in-chief sets the testimony times. 
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During the testimony period, the parties decide to arbitrate the 
interference, notify the examiner-in-chief of their intent to arbi- 
trate and file an arbitration agreement which is approved by the 
examiner-in-chief. In his award, the arbitrator finds (1) that the 
evidence is insufficient to establish a prior public use bar under 
35 U.S.C. 102(b) against the junior party, (2) that the claims of 
the junior party corresponding to the count are patentable under 
35 U.S.C. 103 over the prior art cited by the senior party to the 
junior party, and (3) that judgment on priority should be awarded 
to junior party. On the date for filing together with a motion 


award. 

The motion would be granted and accordingly it would be 
held that the senior party is not entitled to a patent containing his 
claims corresponding to the count. After the termination of the 
proceeding, each party has the duty under 37 CFR 1.56 to bring 
before the primary examiner the evidence concerning the pur- 
ported public use bar and the prior art cited by the senior party 
and/or considered by the arbitrator. 


Example 7 


Arbitration Practice—Award Grants Priority to Junior Party 
Contingent Upon Granting of Preliminary Motion Under 1.633(C) 


An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. The junior party files a motion under 37 CFR 
1.633(c)(1) to substitute another count. The examiner-in-chief 
denies the motion, examines the preliminary statements and sets 
the testimony times. 

During the testimony period, the parties decide to arbitrate the 
interference, notify the examiner-in-chief of their intention to 
arbitrate and enter into an arbitration agreement which is ap- 
proved by the examiner-in-chief. The agreement provides that 
any evidence to be submitted by the parties will be in the form of 
a stipulation under 37 CFR 1.672(e) and (f). The parties file a 
motion requesting that all the unexpired testimony times be 
extended to close concurrently on the date the record is due. The 
motion would be granted. 

On the date for filing the record, the junior party files his 
record and the award. The award states, inter alia, that if the 
Board at final hearing should grant the junior party’s motion 
under 37 CFR 1.633(c)(1) to substitute a new count, judgment 
should be awarded to the junior party based on the evidence. 
Otherwise, the award states that judgment should be awarded to 
the senior party. 

The examiner-in-chief sets the brief times and after the filing 
thereof the interference would be set for final hearing so that the 
Board can review the examinter-in-chief’s denial of the junior 
party’s motion under 37 CFR 1.633(c) and issue an appropriate 
judgment based on the award. 


Example 8 
Arbitration Practice—Award Attacked 


An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. No preliminary motions are filed. The exam- 
iner-in-chief examines the preliminary statements and sets the 
testimony times. 


During the testimony period, the parties decide to arbitrate the 
interference, notify the examiner-in-chief of their intention to 
arbitrate and file an arbitration agreement which is approved by 
the examiner-in-chief. 

On the date for filing the record, both parties file their records. 
The junior party files the award which states that judgment 
should be awarded to him and a motion for judgment based on 
that award. The senior party files an opposition to the motion for 
judgment on the grounds (i) that the award contains errors of law, 
(ii) that the award was procured by “corruption, fraud or undue 
means” in violation of 9 U.S.C. 10(a), and (iii) that the arbitrator 
exhibited “evident partiality” in violation of 9 U.S.C. 10(b) and 
was “guilty of misconduct * * * in refusing to hear evidence 
pertinent and material” to the interference, citing 9 U.S.C. 
10(c). 
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The Board would grant the judgment based on the award, 
holding that the senior party is not entitled to a patent containing 
his claims corresponding to the count. So long as the award is in 
compliance with the provisions of § 1.690, it would carry a 
presumption that the arbitrator acted properly in all respects. 
Consequently, before the PTO the award is binding upon the 
parties and the junior party is prima facie entitled to a judgment 
in its favor. Thus, no action lies in the PTO as regards the matter 
raised by the senior party. The senior party’s action lies in an 
appropriate United States district court and the PTO would take 
any action consistent with the court’s decision. 


Example 9 


Arbitration Practice—Award Cannot Modify Board’s Final 
Decision 

An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. No motions are filed. The examiner-in-chief 
examines the preliminary statements and sets the testimony 
times. 

During the testimony period, the parties decide to arbitrate the 
interference and enter into an arbitration agreement. Neither 
party notifies the examiner-in-chief of their intent to arbitrate nor 
do they file a copy of the agreement in the interference. Both 
parties timely file their records and briefs. Both waive oral 
argument. The Board enters a final decision after consideration 
of the evidence in favor of the senior party. 

The junior party requests reconsideration of the Board’s final 
decision, submits a copy of the arbitration award and moves that 
the Board set aside its final decision and enter judgment in his 
favor based on the award. In support of its request, the junior 
party cites 9 U.S.C. 9, which provides that “any party to the 
arbitration may apply to the court so specified for an order 
confirming the award” and 35 U.S.C. 135(d) which provides that 
title 9 applies to interference arbitrations. 

The Board would deny the motion to set aside. The parties did 
not comply with § 1.690(a), i.e., notify the examiner-in-chief in 
writing of their intention to arbitrate and file a copy of the 
arbitration agreement within twenty (20) days of its execution. 
The denial of the motion is an appropriate sanction under 37 CFR 
1.616. Such action by the Board is considered consistent with 
long-standing interference practice. Cf. Humphrey v. Fickert, 
1904 Dec. Comm’r. Pat. 447 (Comm’r. 1904) wherein the 
Board, after it had considered the evidence, refused to set aside 
its award of priority to Fickert and act upon the 
Fickert’s concession of priority in favor of Humphrey, the losing 
party. 


Example 10 


Arbitration Award Filed With Record—No Notice to Examiner- 
In-Chief 


An interference is declared on or after Feb. 11, 1985. The 
examiner-in-chief sets a time in accordance with 37 CFR 1.611 
for filing preliminary motions under 37 CFR 1.633 and prelimi- 
nary statements. No motions are filed. The examiner-in-chief 
examines the preliminary statements and sets the testimony 
times. 

During the testimony period, the parties decide to arbitrate the 
interference and enter into an arbitration agreement. Neither 
party notifies the examiner-in-chief of the agreement. The junior 
party timely files its record together with a copy of the arbitration 
award and a motion for judgment based on the award. 

The motion would be denied. Under the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.616, the examiner-in-chief would place both parties under an 
order to show cause why judgment should not be rendered 
against them for their failure to comply with 1 .690(a), i.e., failing 
to notify him of their intent to arbitrate and file a copy of the 
arbitration agreement. 


Discussion of Comments 


One commentor suggested that the expression “An interfer- 
ence or any aspect thereof shall be arbitrated” in part (b) of 
proposed § 1.690 might be construed as going beyond the terms 
of the statute by authorizing an examiner-in-chief to require the 
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parties to arbitrate an interference, and proposed that the quoted 
language be changed to “An arbitration proceeding under this 
section shall be conducted.” To eliminate any possible miscon- 
struction of the rule, this proposal has been adopted. 

A second commentor suggested, by telephone, that a provi- 
sion be added to proposed § 1.690 requiring that the arbitrator be 
familiar with United States interference practice, and that United 
States law be applied by the arbitrator in making the determina- 
tion. He expressed the fear that a foreign arbitrator might reach 
a result contrary to established domestic law. 

This suggestion has not been adopted. It is incumbent upon 
the parties to select the arbitrator, and to satisfy themselves as to 
his or her qualifications. Presumably if the arbitrator’s decision 
is contrary to established law, any resulting patent would be 
subject to attack on that ground by a third party in subsequent 
litigation. 

Another commentor stated that, with the arbitration rule, the 
PTO was “attempting to apply a band-aid to a system which 
cannot be cured by application of a band-aid,” and that the first- 
to-file system should be adopted in place of the first-to-invent 
system. This suggestion is obviously far beyond the scope of the 
rule change under consideration. The first-to-invent system is 
mandated by statute and could not be replaced merely by a 
change in the rules. The purpose of § 1.690 is to establish a 
specific procedure governing the optional arbitration of interfer- 
ences provided by section 105 of Pub. L. 98-622. 


Other Considerations 


This rule does not have a significant impact on the quality of 
the human environment or the conservation of natural resources. 

The rule is in conformity with the requirements of the Regu- 
latory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-354), Executive Order 12291, 
and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et 
seq. 
The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce certi- 
fied to the Small Business Administration that the rule will not 
have a significant adverse economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act. Pub. L. 96- 
354) because arbitration intended to minimize expenses in inter- 
ference cases. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that this 
rule is not a major rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual 
effects on the economy will be less than $100 million. There will 
be no major increase in costs or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, federal, state or local government agencies, or geo- 
graphic regions. There will be no significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, productivity, innova- 
tion, or on the ability of United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The rule will not impose a burden under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq., since no record 
keeping or reporting requirements within the coverage of the Act 
are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part | 


Administrative practice and procedure, Authority delega- 
tions, Conflicts of interest, Courts, Inventions and patents, Law- 
yers. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble and under the authority 
given to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks by 35 
U.S.C. 6 and 135, Part | of Title 37 CFR is amended as follows: 


PART 1—RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | would continue to 
read as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6 unless otherwise noted. 
2. New § 1.690 is added to Subpart E to read as follows: 
§ 1.690 Arbitration of Interferences. 
(a) Parties to a patent interference may determine the interfer- 


ence or any aspect thereof by arbitration. Such arbitration shall 
be governed by the provisions of Title 9, United States Code. The 
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parties must notify the Board in writing of their intention to 
arbitrate. An agreement to arbitrate must be in writing, specify 
the issues to be arbitrated, the name of the arbitrator or a date not 
more than thrity (30) days after the execution of the agreement 
for the selection of the arbitrator, and provide that the arbitrator’s 
award shall be binding on the parties and that judgment thereon 
can be entered by the Board. A copy of the agreement must be 
filed within twenty (20) days after its execution. The parties 
shallbe solely responsible for the selection of the arbitrator and 
the rules for conducting proceedings before the arbitrator. Issues 
not disposed of by arbitration will be resolved in accordance with 
the procedures established in 37 CFR, Subpart E of Part 1, as 
determined by the examiner-in-chief. 

(b) An arbitration proceeding under this section shall be 
conducted within such time as may be authorized on a case-by- 
case basis by an examiner-in-chief. 

(c) An arbitration award will be given no consideration unless 
it is binding on the parties, is in writing and states in a clear and 
definite manner (1) the issue or issues arbitrated and (2) the 
disposition of each issue. The award may also include a state- 
ment of the grounds and reasoning in support thereof. Unless 
otherwise ordered by an examiner-in-chief, the parties shall give 
notice to the Board of an arbitration award by filing within 
twenty (20) days from the date of the award a copy of the award 
signed by the arbitrator or arbitrators. When an award is timely 
filed, the award shall, as to the parties to the arbitration, be 
dispositive of the issue or issues to which it relates. 

(d) An arbitration award shall not preclude the Office from 
determining patentability of any invention involved in the inter- 
ference. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Mar. 16, 1987. 


[FR Doc. 87-9373 Filed 4-24-87; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-16-M 


[1080 OG 15] 


(83) Disclosure Document Program 

This notice consolidates and supersedes the notices of Mar. 
26, 1969 (862 O.G. 1) and Aug. 11, 1970 (878 O.G. 1) relating 
to the Patent Office Disclosure Document Program. Under this 
program the Patent Office accepts and preserves, for a period of 
two years, papers referred to as “Disclosure Documents.” These 
papers may be used as evidence of the dates of conception of 
inventions. 


The Program 


A paper disclosing an invention and signed by the inventor or 
inventors may be forwarded to the Patent Office by the inventor 
(or by any one of the inventors when there are joint inventors), 
by the owner of the invention, or by the attorney or agent of the 
inventor(s) or owner. It will be retained for two years and then be 
destroyed unless it is referred to in a separate letter in a related 
patent application within said two years. 

A Disclosure Document is not a patent application and the 
date of its receipt in the Patent Office will not become the 
effective filing date of any patent application subsequently filed. 
However, like patent applications, these documents will be kept 
in confidence by the Patent Office. If patent protection is desired, 
a patent application should be filed as soon as possible. 

This program does not diminish the value of conventional 
witnessed and notarized records as evidence of conception of an 
invention, but it should provide a more credible form of evidence 
than that provided by the popular practice of mailing a disclosure 
to oneself or another person by registered mail. The program 
is made available as a service to those persons desiring to use 
it. 


Content of Disclosure Document 


Although there are no restrictions as to content and claims are 
not necessary, the benefits afforded by a Disclosure Document 
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will depend directly upon the adequacy of the disclosure. There- 
fore, it is strongly urged that the document contain a clear and 
complete explanation of the manner and process of making and 
using the invention in sufficient detail to enable a person having 
ordinary knowledge in the field of the invention to make and use 
the invention. When the nature of the invention permits, a 
drawing or sketch should be included. The use or utility of the 
invention should be described, especially in chemical inven- 
tions. 

The Disclosure Document must be limited to written matter or 
drawings on paper or other thin, flexible material, such as linen 
or plastic drafting material, having dimensions or being folded to 
dimensions not to exceed 8 1/2 by 13 inches. Photographs also 
are acceptable. Each page should be numbered. Text and drawi 
ings should be sufficiently dark to permit reproduction with 
commonly used office copying machines. 

A $10 fee is charged for filing a Disclosure Document. 
Payment must accompany the Disclosure Document when it is 
submitted to the Patent Office. 

In addition to the $10 fee, the Disclosure Document must be 
accompanied by a stamped, self-addressed envelope and a sepa- 
rate paper in duplicate, signed by the inventor, stating that he is 
the inventor and requesting that the material be received for 
processing under the Disclosure Document Program. The papers 
will be stamped by the Patent Office with an identifying number 
and date of receipt, and the duplicate request will be returned in 
the self-addressed envelope together with a warning notice 
indicating that the Disclosure Document may be relied upon 
only as evidence and that a patent application should be dili- 
gently filed if patent protection is desired. The inventor’s request 
may take the following form: 


“The undersigned, being the inventor of the disclosed inven- 
tion, requests that the enclosed papers be accepted under the 
Disclosure Document Program, and that they be preserved for 
a period of two years.” 


Retention 


The Disclosure Document will be preserved in the Patent 
Office for two years after its receipt and will then be destroyed 
unless it is referred to in a separate letter in a related patent 
application filed within the two-year period. The Disclosure 
Document must be referred to in the separate letter by title, 
number, and date of receipt. Acknowledgment of receipt of such 
letters will be made in the next official communication or in 
separate letter from the Patent Office. Unless it is desired to have 
the Patent Office retain the Disclosure Document beyond the 
two-year period, it is not required that it be referred to in a patent 
application. 


Warning as to Limitations 


The two-year retention period should not be considered to be 
a “grace period” during which the inventor can wait to file his 
patent application without possible loss of benefits. It should be 
recognized that in establishing priority of invention an affidavit 
or testimony referring to a Disclosure Document must usually 
also establish diligence in completing the invention or in filing 
the patent application since the filing of the Disclosure Docu- 
ment. 

Inventors are also reminded that any public use or sale in the 
United States, or publication of the invention anywhere in the 
world, more than one year prior to the filing of a patent applica- 
tion on that invention will prohibit the granting of a patent on that 
invention. 

If the inventor is not familiar with what is considered to be 
“diligence in completing the invention” or “reduction to prac- 
tice” under the patent law, or if he has other questions about 
patent matters, the Patent Office advises him to consult an 
attorney or agent registered to practice before the Patent Office. 
Patent attorneys and agents may be found in the telephone 
directories of most major cities. Also, many large cities have 
associations of patent attorneys which may be consulted. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 
Assistant Commissioner 
of Patents. 


Jan. 4, 1971. 


[883 O.G. 3] 
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Service of Process and Testimony of 
Employees of the Patent and Trademark 
Office and Production of Documents in Legal Proceedings 


The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) is adding Parts 15 
and 15a to Title 37 of the Code of Federal Regulations. Part 15 
concerns service of process on the Commsssioner, the Patent 
and Trademark Office, and employees of the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office in their official capacity. Part 15a concerns the 
testimony of PTO employees regarding official matters and the 
production of official documents in legal proceedings. Parts 15 
and 15a were effective upon publication in the Federal Register. 
54 FR 3976-8 (Jan. 26, 1989). 

In addition, §§ 1701 and 1701.01 of the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure and §§ 1801 and 1801.01 of ju the Trade- 
mark Manual of Examining Procedure are amended, as indi- 
cated below, effective immediately. 

Parts 15 and 15a, §§ 1701 and 1701.01 of the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure and §§ 1801 and 1801.01 of the Trade- 
mark Manual of Examining Procedure are published in this 
notice as a convenience to the public. In addition to these 
materials, the Patent and Trademark Office alerts the public to its 
position with respect to Standard Packaging Corp. v. Curwood, 
Inc ., 365 F. Supp. 134, 180 USPQ 234 (N.D. Ill. 1973). In the 
past, parties have attempted, based on Standard Packaging, to 
obtain answers to questions which the Patent and Trademark 
Office has regarded to be improper. While the Patent and 
Trademark Office believes Standard Packaging accurately states 
the law, the Office believes that the court misapplied the law to 
the precise questions in issue. Accordingly, the Office agrees 
with the Federal Circuit’s observation in Western Electric Co. v. 
Piezo Technology, Inc. v. Quigg , 860 F.2d 428, 432, 8 USPQ 2d 
1853, 1857 (Fed. Cir. 1988), that there is considerable doubt 
whether Standard Packaging was correctly decided. The Patent 
and Trademark Office will not permit examiners to answer 
questions similar to those which the Standard Packaging court 
found acceptable. 


*eeEE* 


Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 15 and 15a 


[Docket No. 9106-9006] 

Service of Process and Testimony of 
Employees of the Patent and Trademark 
Office and Production of 
Documents in Legal Proceedings 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office. 

Action: Final rule. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office is adding 37 CFR 
Parts 15 and 15a to supplement 15 CFR Parts 15 and 15a. These 
new parts prescribe policies and procedures to be followed with 
respect to service of process on the Patent and Trademark Office, 
the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, and employees of 
the Office, the testimony of Office employees regarding official 
matters, and the production of official documents in legal pro- 
ceedings. These regulations serve as a statement of Office policy 
and provide comprehensive guidelines for the Office and its 
employees, outside agencies, and other persons regarding the 
appropriate procedures for service of process, testimony, and 
production of documents. 

Effective date: Jan. 26, 1989. 

For Further Information Contact: Associate Solicitor John W. 
Dewhirst by mail at Box 8, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, 
Washington, D.C. 20231 and by phone at (703) 557-4035. 
Supplementary Information: These regulations are designed to 
supplement, and be construed consistent with, 15 CFR Parts 15 
and 15a. The regulations in Part 15a state the views of the Office 
with respect to the permissible scope of testimony which may be 
given by Office employees in connection with their perform- 
ance of quasi-judicial patent and trademark matters. These 
Office views are consistent with United States v. Morgan, 313 
U.S. 409, 422 (1941); Western Electric Co., Inc. v. Piezo Tech- 
nology, Inc. v. Quigg, No. 88-1216, 860 F.2d 428, 8 USPQ 2d 
1853 (Fed. Cir. Nov. 1, 1988); In re Mayewsky, 162 USPQ 86, 89 
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(E.D. Va. 1969), and Shaffer Tool Works v. Joy Mfg. Co., 167 
USPQ 170 (S.D. Tex. 1970). 

Because these regulations concern agency management and 
personnel, they are not rules or regulations within the meaning of 
section |(a) of Executive Order 12291, and they are not subject 
to the requirements of that Order. Accordingly, no preliminary 
or final regulatory impact analysis has to be or will be prepared. 

These regulations, relating to agency management and per- 
sonnel, are exempt from all requirements of section 553 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act [5 USC 553] {including a de- 
layed effective date and therefore will be effective immediately 
upon publication in the Federal Register. 

Because a notice of proposed rule making and an opportunity 
for public comments are not required to be given for these 
regulations by section 553 of the APA, or by any other law, no 
regulatory flexibility analysis has to be or will be prepared for 
purposes of the Regulatory Flexibility Act [5 U.S.C. 603(a) and 
604(a)] . 

This final rule does not contain policies with Federalism 
implications sufficient to warrant preparation of a Federalism 
assessment under Executive Order 12612. 

This rule does not contain collections of information for 
purposes of the Paperwork Reduction Act. 


List of subjects in 37 CFR Parts 15 and 15a: 


Attorneys, Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Gov- 
ernment employees. 


For the reasons set forth in the preamble, 37 CFR is amended 
as follows: 


1. Part 15 is added to read as follows: 


Part 15 
Service of Process 


Sec. 

15.1 Scope and purpose 

15.2 Definitions 

15.3 Acceptance of service of process 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; !£ U.S.C. 1501, 1512, 1513, 1515, and 
1518; Reorganization Plan No. 5 of 1950; 44 U.S.C. 3101; 15 
CFR 15.2(a). 


§ 15.1 Scope and Purpose. 


(a) This part supplements 15 CFR Part 15 and sets forth the 
procedures to be followed when a summons or complaint is 
served on the Office or the Commissioner or an employee of the 
Office in his or her official capacity. This part is to be construed 
consistent with 15 CFR Part 15. 

(b ) This part is intended to ensure the orderly execution of the 
affairs of the Office and not to impede any legal proceeding. 

(c) This part does not apply to subpoenas. The procedures to 
be followed with respect to subpoenas are set out in Part 15a of 
this Title. 

(d) This part does not apply to service of process made on an 
Office employee personally on matters not related to official 
business of the Office or to the official responsibilities of the 
Office employee. 


§ 15.2 Definitions. 
For the purpose of this part: 


(a) “Commissioner” means Assistant Secretary and Commis- 
sioner of Patents and Trademarks. 

(b) “Legal proceeding” means a proceeding before a tribunal 
constituted by law, including a court, an administrative body 
or commission, or an administrative law judge or hearing of- 
ficer. 

(c) “Office” means Patent and Trademark Office. 

(d) “Office employee” means any officer or employee of the 
Office. 

(e) “Official business” means the authorized business of the 
Office. 

(f) “Solicitor” means the chief legal officer of the Office or 
other Office employee to whom the Solicitor has delegated 
authority to act under this part. 
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§ 15.3 Acceptance of service of process 


(a) Any summons or complaint to be served in person or by 
registered or certified mail or as otherwise authorized by law on 
the Office or the Commissioner or an Office employee in his or 
her official capacity, shall be served on the Solicitor or an Office 
employee designated by the Solicitor. 

(b) Any summons or complaint to be served by mail may be 
addressed to Solicitor, P.O. Box 15667, Arlington, Va. 22215. 
Any summons or complaint to be served by hand may be 
delivered to the Office of the Solicitor. 

(c) Any Office employee served with a summons or complaint 
shall immediately notify and deliver the summons or complaint 
to the Office of the Solicitor. 

(d) Any Office employee receiving a summons or complaint 
shall note on the summons or complaint the date, hour, and place 
of service and whether service was by personal delivery or by 
mail. 

(e) When a legal proceeding is brought to hold an Office 
employee personally liable in connection with an action taken in 
the conduct of official business, rather than liable in an official 
capacity, the Office employee by law is to be served personally 
with process. Service of process in this case is inadequate when 
made upon the Solicitor or the Solicitor’s designee. Any Office 
employee sued personally for an action taken in the conduct of 
official business shall immediately notify and deliver a copy of 
the summons or complaint to the Office of the Solicitor. 

(f) An Office employee sued personally in connection with 
official business may be represented by the Department of 
Justice at its discretion. See 28 CFR 50.15 and 50.16 
(1987). 

(g) The Solicitor or Office employee designated by the 
Solicitor, when accepting service of process for an Office em- 
ployee in an official capacity, shall endorse on the Marshal’s or 
server’s return of service form or receipt for registered or 
certified mail the following statement: “Service accepted in 
official capacity only.” The statement may be placed on the form 
or receipt with a rubber stamp. 

(h) Upon acceptance of service or receiving notification of 
service, as provided in this section, the Solicitor shall take 
appropriate steps to protect the rights of the Commissioner or 
Office employee involved. 


2. Part 15a is added to read as follows: 


Part 15a 
Testimony by Employees and the Production 

of Documents in Legal Proceedings 
Sec. 
15a.1 Scope 
15a.2 Definitions 
15a.3 Office policy 
15a.4 Testimony or production of documents; general rule 
15a.5 Testimony of Office employees in proceedings involving 
the United States 
15a.6 Legal proceedings between private litigants 
15a.7 Procedures when an Office employee receives a subpoena 
Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; 15 U.S.C. 1501, 1512, 1513, 1515, and 
1518; Reorganization Plan No. 5 of 1950; 44 U.S.C. 3101; 15 
CFR 15a.1(e) and 15a.2(f). 


§ 15a.1 Scope 


(a) This part supplements 15 CFR Part 15a and prescribes the 
policies and procedures of the Office with respect to the testi- 
mony of Office employees as witnesses in legal proceedings and 
the production of documents of the Office for use in legal 
proceedings pursuant to a request, order, or subpoena. This part 
is issued pursuant to 15 CFR 15a.1(e) and is to be construed 
consistent with 15 CFR Part 15a. 

(b) This part does not apply to any legal proceeding in which 
an Office employee is to testify, while on leave status, as to facts 
or events that are in no way related to the official business of the 
Office. 

(c) This part is intended to ensure the orderly execution of the 
affairs of the Office and not to impede any legal proceeding and 
in no way affects the rights and procedures governing public 
access to records pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act or 
the Privacy Act. See 15 CFR 15a.4 and 37 CFR 1.15. 
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§ 15a.2 Definitions. 
For the purpose of this part: 


(a) “Commissioner” means Assistant Secretary and Commis- 
sioner of Patents and Trademarks. 

(b) “Demand” means a request, order, or subpoena for testi- 
mony or documents for use in a legal proceeding. 

(c) “Document” means any record, paper, and other property 
held by the Office, including without limitation official patent 
and trademark files, official letters, telegrams, memoranda, 
reports, studies, calendar and dairy entries, maps, graphs, pam- 
phlets, notes, charts, tabulations, analyses, statistical or informa- 
tional accumulations, any kind of summaries of meetings and 
conversations, film impressions, magnetic tapes, and sound or 
mechanical reproductions. 

(d) “Legal proceeding” means a proceeding before a tribunal 
constituted by law, including a court, an adrninistrative body or 
commission, an administrative law judge or hearing officer or 
any discovery proceeding in support thereof. 

(e) “Office” means Patent and Trademark Office. 

(f) “Office employee” means any officer or employee of the 
Office. 

(g) “Official business” means the authorized business of the 
Office. 

(h) “Solicitor” means the chief legal officer of the Office or 
other Office employee to whom the Solicitor has delegated 
authority to act under this part. 

(i) “Testimony” means a statement given in person before a 
tribunal or by deposition for use before the tribunal or any other 
statement given for use before a tribunal in a legal proceeding, 
including an affidavit, declaration under 35 U.S.C. 25, or decla- 
ration under 28 U.S.C. 1746. 

(j) “United States” means the Federal Government, its depart- 
ments and agencies, and individuals acting on behalf of the 
Federal Government. 


§ 1Sa.3 Office policy. 


The Office policy is that its documents will not be voluntarily 
produced and Office employees will not voluntarily appear as 
witnesses or give testimony in a legal proceeding. The reasons 
for this policy include: 


(a) To conserve the time of Office employees for conducting 
official business. 

(b) To minimize the possibility of involving the Office in 
controversial or other issues which are not related to the mission 
of the Office. 

(c) To prevent the possibility that the public will misconstrue 
variances between personal opinions of Office employees and 
Office policy. 

(d) To avoid spending the time and money of the United States 
for private purposes. 

(e) To preserve the integrity of the administrative process, 
minimize disruption of the decision-making process, and 
prevent interference with the Office’s administrative func- 
tions. 


§ 1Sa.4 Testimony or production of documents; general rule 


(a) No Office employee shall give testimony concerning the 
official business of the Office or produce any document in any 
legal proceeding without the prior authorization of the Solicitor. 
Where appropriate, an Office employee may be instructed in 
writing by the Commissioner, Solicitor, or other appropriate 
Office employee not to give testimony or produce a document. 
Without prior approval, no Office employee shall answer inquir- 
ies from a person not employed by the Department of Commerce 
regarding testimony or documents subject to a demand or a 
potential demand under the provisions of this Part. All inquiries 
involving a demand or potential demand on an Office employee 
shall be referred to the Solicitor. 

(b) A certified copy of a document, not otherwise available 
under Chapter I of this Title, will be provided for use in a legal 
proceeding upon written request and payment of applicable fees 
required by law. 

(c)(1) Request for testimony or document. A request for 
testimony of an Office employee or document shall be mailed or 
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hand-delivered to the Office of the Solicitor. The mailing 
address of the Office of the Solicitor is Box 8, Patent and 
Trademark Office, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

(2) Subpoenas. A subpoena for testimony by an Office em- 
ployee or a document shall be served in accordance with the 
Federal Rules of Civil or Criminal Procedure as appropriate, or 
applicable state procedure, and a copy of the subpoena shall be 
sent to the Solicitor. 

(3) Affidavit. Every request and subpoena shall be accompa- 
nied by an affidavit or declaration under 28 U.S.C. 1746 or, if an 
affidavit or declaration is not feasible, a written statement setting 
forth the title of the legal proceeding, the forum, the requesting 
party’s interest in the legal proceeding, the reasons for the 
request or subpoena, a showing that the desired testimony or 
document is not reasonably available from any other source, and 
if testimony is requested, the intended use of the testimony, a 
general summary of the testimony desired, and a showing that 
no document could be provided and used in lieu of testimony. 
The purpose of this requirement is to permit the Solicitor to make 
an informed decision as to whether testimony or production of a 
document should be authorized. 

(d) Any Office employee who is served with a demand shall 
immediately notify the Office of the Solicitor. 

(e) The Solicitor may consult or negotiate with an attorney for 
a party or the party, if not represented by an attorney, to refine 
or limit a demand so that compliance is less burdensome or 
obtain information necessary to make the determination re- 
quired by paragraph (c) of this section. Failure of the attorney or 
party to cooperate in good faith to enable an informed determi- 
nation to be made under this part may serve as the basis for a 
determination not to comply with the demand. 

(f) A determination under this part to comply or not to comply 
with a demand is not an assertion or waiver of privilege, lack of 
relevance, technical deficiencies or any other ground for non- 
compliance. The Commissioner reserves the right to oppose any 
demand on any legal ground independent of any determination 
under this part. 


§ 15a.5 Testimony of Office employees in proceedings involving 
the United States. 


(a) An Office employee may not testify as an expert or opinion 
witness for any party other than the United States. 

(b) When appropriate, the Solicitor may authorize an Office 
employee to give testimony as an expert or opinion witness on 
behalf of the United States. Expert or opinion testimony on 
behalf of the United States will not be authorized in any legal 
proceeding involving the validity or enforceability of a patent or 
registered trademark. 

(c) Whenever, in any legal proceeding involving the United 
States, a request is made by an attorney representing or acting 
under the authority of the United States, the Solicitor will make 
all necessary arrangements for the Office employee to give 
testimony on behalf of the United States. Where appropriate, the 
Solicitor may require reimbursement to the Office of the ex- 
penses associated with an Office employee giving testimony on 
behalf of the United States. 


§ 15a.6 Legal proceedings between private litigants 


(a) Testimony by an Office employee and production of 
documents in a legal proceeding not involving the United States 
shall be governed by § 15a.4. 

(b) If an Office employee is authorized to give testimony ina 
legal proceeding, the testimony, if otherwise proper, shall be 
limited to facts within the personal knowledge of the Office 
employee. An Office employee is prohibited from giving expert 
or opinion testimony, answering hypothetical or speculative 
questions, or giving testimony with respect to subject matter 
which is privileged. If an Office employee is authorized to testify 
in connection with the employee’s involvement or assistance in 
a quasi-judicial proceeding which took place before the Office, 
that employee is further prohibited from giving testimony in 
response to questions which seek: 


(1) Information about that employee’s: 


(i) Background. 
(ii) Expertise. 
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(iii) Qualifications to examine or otherwise consider a 
particular patent or trademark application. 
(iv) Usual practice or whether the employee followed a 
procedure set out in any Office manual of practice in a 
particular case. 
(v) Consultation with another Office employee. 
(vi) Understanding of: 
(A) A patented invention, an invention sought to be 
patented, or patent application, patent, reexamination or 
interference file. 
(B) Prior art. 
(C) Registered subject matter, subject matter sought to 
be registered, or atrademark application, registration, 
opposition, cancellation, interference or concurrent use 
file. 
(D) Any Office manual of practice. 
(E) Office regulations. 
(F) Patent, trademark, or other 
law. 
(G) The responsibilities of another Office employee. 
(vii) Reliance on particular facts or arguments. 


(2) To inquire into the manner in and extent to which the 
employee considered or studied material in performing the 
quasi-judicial function. 

(3) To inquire into the bases, reasons, mental processes, 
analyses, or conclusions of that Office employee in _per- 
forming the quasi-judicial function. 


§ 15a.7 Procedures when an Office employee receives a sub- 
poena. 


(a) Any Office empioyee who receives a subpoena shall 
immediately forward the subpoena to the Office of the Solicitor. 
The Solicitor will determine the extent to which 

an Office employee will comply with the subpoena. 

(b) If the Office employee is not authorized to comply with the 
subpoena, the Office employee shall appear at the time and place 
stated in the subpoena, produce a copy of Part 15a of Title 15 and 
a copy of this part, and respectfully refuse to provide any 
testimony or produce any document. United States ex rel. Touhy 
v. Ragen . 340 U.S. 462 (1951). 

(c) When necessary or appropriate, the Solicitor will request 
assistance from the Department of Justice or a U.S. Attorney or 
otherwise assure the presence of an attorney to represent the 
interests of the Office or an Office employee. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 


and Trademarks. 


Dec. 23, 1988. 


Revisions to §§ 1701 and 1701.01 of MPEP 


§ 1701 Office personnel not to express opinion on validity or 
patentability of patent 


Every patent is presumed to be valid. 35 U.S.C. § 282, first 
sentence. Public policy demands that every employee of the 
Patent and Trademark Office refuse to express to any person any 
opinion as to the validity or invalidity of, or the patentability or 
unpatentability of any claim in any U.S. Patent, except to the 
extent necessary to carry out (a) examination of an applica- 
tion seeking to reissue the patent, (b) a reexamination proceed- 
ing to reexamine the patent, or (c) an interference involving the 
patent. 

The question of validity or invalidity is otherwise exclusively 
a matter to be determined by a court. Members of the patent 
examining corps are cautioned to be especially wary of any 
inquiry from any person outside the Patent and Trademark 
Office, including an employee of another Government agency, 
the answer to which might indicate that a particular patent should 
not have issued. 

When a field of search for an invention is requested, examin- 
ers should routinely inquire whether the invention has been 
patented in the United States. If the invention has been patented, 
no field of search should be suggested. 

Employees of the Patent and Trademark Office, particularly 
patent examiners who examined an application which matured 
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into a patent or a reissued patent or who conducted a reexamina- 
tion proceeding, should not discuss or answer inquiries from any 
person outside the Patent and Trademark Office as to whether or 
not a certain reference or other particular evidence was consid- 
ered during the examination or proceeding and whether or not a 
claim would have been allowed over that reference or other 
evidence had it been considered during the examination or 
proceeding. Likewise, employees are cautioned against answer- 
ing any inquiry concerning any entry in the patent or reexamina- 
tion file, including the extent of the field of search and any entry 
relating thereto. The record of the file of a patent or reexamina- 
tion proceeding must speak for itself. 

Practitioners can be of material assistance in this regard by 
refraining from making improper inquiries of members of the 
patent examining corps. Inquiries from members of the public 
relating to the matters discussed above must of necessity be 
refused and such refusal should not be considered discourteous 
or an expression of opinion as to validity or patentability. 


§ 1701.01 Office personnel not to testify 
{ Reprint: 37 CFR 15a.1 
37 CFR 15a.2 
37 CFR 15a.3 
37 CFR 15a.4 
37 CFR 15a.5 
37 CFR 15a.6 
37 CFR 15a.7] 


It is the policy of the Patent and Trademark Office that its 
employees, including patent examiners, will not appear as _ wit- 
nesses or give testimony in legal proceedings, except under the 
conditions specified in 37 CFR Part 15a. Any employee who 
testifies contrary to this policy will be dismissed or removed. The 
reasons for this policy are set out in 37 CFR 15a.3. 

Whenever an employee of the Patent and Trademark Office, 
including a patent examiner, is asked to testify or receives a 
subpoena, the employee shall immediately notify the Office of 
the Solicitor. Inquiries requesting testimony shall be also _re- 
ferred immediately to the Office of the Solicitor. 

Patent examiners and other Patent and Trademark Office 
employees performing or assisting in the performance of quasi- 
judicial functions, are forbidden to testify as experts or to express 
opinions as to the validity of any patent. 

Any individual desiring the testimony of an employee of the 
Patent and Trademark Office, including the testimony of a patent 
examiner or other quasi-judicial employee, must comply with 
the provisions of 37 CFR Part 15a. 

A request for testimony of an employee of the Patent and 
Trademark Office should be made to the Office of the + 

Solicitor at least ten working days prior to the date of the 
expected testimony. 

If an employee is authorized to testify, the employee will be 
limited to testifying about facts within the employee’s personal 
knowledge. Employees are prohibited from giving expert or 
opinion testimony. Fischer & Porter Co. v. Corning Glass 
Works. 61 F.R.D. 321, 181 USPQ 329 (E.D. Pa. 1974). Likewise, 
employees are prohibited from answering hypothetical or specu- 
lative questions. In re Mayewsky, 162 USPQ 86, 89 (E.D. Va. 
1969) (deposition of an examiner must be restricted to relevant 
matters of fact and must avoid any hypothetical or speculative 
questions or conclusions based thereon); Shaffer Tool Works v. 
Joy Mfg. Co., 167 USPQ 170 (S.D. Tex. 1970) (deposition of 
examiner should be limited to matters of fact and must not go 
into hypothetical or speculative areas or the bases, reasons, 
mental processes, analyses, or conclusions of the examiner in 
acting upon a patent application). Employees will not be permit- 
ted to give testimony with respect to subject matter which is 
privileged. Several court decisions limit testimony with respect 
to quasi-judicial functions performed by employees. Those de- 
cisions include United States v. Morgan, 313 U.S. 409, 422 
(1941) (improper to inquire into mental processes of quasi- 
judicial officer or to examine the manner and extent to which the 
officer considered an administrative record); Western Electric 
Co. v. Piezo Technology, Inc. v. Quigg, 860 F.2d 428, 8 USPQ 
2d 1853 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (patent examiner may not be compelled 
to answer questions which probe the examiner’s technical 
knowledge of the subject matter of a patent); McCulloch Gas 
Processing Co. v. Department of Energy, 650 F.2d 1216, 1229 
(Temp. Emer. Ct. App. 1981) (discovery of degree of expertise 
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of individuals performing governmental functions not permit- 
ted); In re Nilssen, 851 F.2d 1401, 7 USPQ 2d 1500 (Fed. Cir. 
1988) (technical or scientific qualifications of examiners-in- 
chief are not legally relevant in appeal under 35 U.S.C. § 134 
since board members need not be skilled in the art to render 
obviousness decision); Lange v. Commissioner, 352 F. Supp. 
166, 176 USPQ 162 (D.D.C. 1972) (technical qualifications of 
examiners-in-chief not relevant in § 145 action). 

In view of the discussion above, if an employee is authorized 
to testify in connection with the employee’s involvement or 
assistance in a quasi-judicial proceeding which took place 
before the Patent and Trademark Office, the employee will not be 
permitted to give testimony in response to questions which seek: 


(1) Information about that employee’s: 

(A)Background. 

(B)Expertise. 

(C)Qualifications to examine or otherwise consider a 
particular patent or trademark application. 

(D)Usual practice or whether the employee followed a 
procedure set out in any Office manual of practice (in- 
cluding the MPEP or TMEP) in a particular case. 

(E) Consultation with another Office employee. 

(F) Understanding of: 

(i) A patented invention, an invention sought to be 
patented, or patent application, patent, reexamination 
or interference file. 

(ii) Prior art. 

(iii) Registered subject matter, subject matter sought to 
be registered, or a trademark application, registration, 
opposition, cancellation, interference or concurrent 
use file. 

(iv) Any Office manual of practice. 

(v) Office regulations. 

(vi) Patent, trademark, or other law. 

(vii) The responsibilities of another Office employee. 


(G) reliance on particular facts or arguments. 

(2) To inquire into the manner in and extent to which the 
employee considered or studied material in performing a 
quasi-judicial function. 

(3) To inquire into the bases, reasons, mental processes, 
analyses, or conclusions of that Office employee in per- 
forming the quasi-judicial function. 

Any request for testimony addressed or delivered to the Office 
of the Solicitor shall comply with 37 CFR 15a.4(c). All requests 
must be in writing . The need for a subpoena may be obviated 
where the request complies with 37 CFR 15a.4(c) if the party 
requesting the testimony further meets the following conditions: 


(1) The party requesting the testimony identifies the civil 
action or other legal proceeding for which the testimony is 
being taken. The identification shall include: 


(a) the style of the case, 

(b) the civil action number, 

(c) the district in which the civil action is pending, 

(d) the judge assigned to the case, and 

(e) the name, address, and telephone number of counsel for 
all parties in the civil action. 


(2) The party agrees not to ask questions seeking information 
which is precluded by 37 CFR 15a.6(b). 

(3) The party shall comply with applicable provisions of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, including Rule 30, and 
give ten working days notice to the Office of the Solicitor 
prior to the date a deposition is desired. Fifteen working 
days notice is required for any deposition which is desired 
to be taken between Nov. 15 and Jan. 15. 

(4) The party agrees to notice the deposition at a place 
convenient to the Patent and Trademark Office. The Con- 
ference Room in the Office of the Solicitor is deemed to be 
a place convenient to the Office. 

(5) The party agrees to supply a copy of the transcript of the 
deposition to the Patent and Trademark Office for its 
records. 


Absent a written agreement meeting the conditions specified 
in paragraphs (1) through (5), a party must comply with the 
precise terms of 37 CFR 15a.4(c) and the Patent and Trademark 
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Office will not permit a deposition without issuance of a 
subpoena. 


*e£ ee 


Revisions to §§ 1801 and 1801.01 of TMEP 


§ 1801 Office personnel not to express opinion on validity of 
registered trademark 


A certificate of registration of a trademark on the Principal 
Register is prima facie evidence of the validity of the registration. 
15 U.S.C. {g49 1057(b). Public policy demands that every 
employee of the Patent and Trademark Office refuse to express 
to any person any opinion as to the validity of any registered 
trademark, except to the extent necessary to carry out inter 
partes proceedings at the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board in 
cancellation and similar proceedings authorized by law. 

The question of validity of a registered trademark is otherwise 
exclusively a matter to be determined by a court. Members of the 
trademark examining operation are cautioned to be especially 
wary of any inquiry from any person outside the Patent and 
Trademark Office, including an employee of another Govern- 
ment agency, the answer to which might indicate that a particular 
registration should not have been published or issued. 

Employees of the Patent and Trademark Office, particularly 
trademark examining attorneys who examined an application 
should not discuss or answer inquiries from any person outside 
the Patent and Trademark Office as to whether or not a certain 
registration or other particular evidence was considered during 
the examination of the application or whether a trademark would 
have been published or registered if the registration or other 
evidence had been considered during the examination. Like- 
wise, employees are cautioned against answering any inquiry 
concerning any entry in the trademark registration file, including 
the extent of the field of search and any entry relating thereto. The 
record of the file of a trademark registration or inter partes 
proceedings before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board must 
speak for itself. 

Practitioners can be of material assistance in this regard by 
refraining from making improper inquiries of members of the 
trademark examining operation. Inquiries from members of the 
public relating to the matters discussed above must of necessity 
be refused and such refusal should not be considered discourte- 
ous or an expression of opinion as to validity of any registration. 


§ 1801.01 Office personnel not to testify 
{ Reprint: 37 CFR 15a.1 
37 CFR 15a.2 
37 CFR 15a.3 
37 CFR 15a.4 
37 CFR 15a.5 
37 CFR 15a.6 
37 CFR 15a.7] 


It is the policy of the Patent and Trademark Office that its 
employees, including trademark examining attorneys, will not 
appear as witnesses or give testimony in legal proceedings, 
except under the conditions specified in 37 CFR Part 15a. Any 
employee who testifies contrary to this policy will be dismissed 
or removed . The reasons for this policy are set out in 37 CFR 
15a.3. 

Whenever an employee of the Patent and Trademark Office, 
including a trademark examining attorney, is asked to testify or 
receives a subpoena, the employee shall immediately notify the 
Office of the Solicitor. Inquiries requesting testimony shall be 
also referred immediately to the Office of the Solicitor. 

Trademark examining attorneys and other Patent and Trade- 
mark Office employees performing or assisting in the perform- 
ance of quasi-judicial functions, are forbidden to testify as 
experts or to express opinions as to the validity of any registra- 
tion. 

Any individual desiring the testimony of an employee of the 
Patent and Trademark Office, including the testimony of a 
trademark examining attorney or other quasi-judicial employee, 
must comply with the provisions of 37 CFR Part 15a. 

A request for testimony of an employee of the Patent and 
Trademark Office should be made to the Office of the Solicitor 
at least ten working days prior to the date of the expected 
testimony. 
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If an employee is authorized to testify, the employee will be 
limited to testifying about facts within the employee’s personal 
knowledge. Employees are prohibited from giving expert or 
opinion testimony. Fischer & Porter Co. v. Corning Glass 
Works ,61 F.R.D. 321, 181 USPQ 329(E.D. Pa. 1974). Likewise, 
employees are prohibited from answering hypothetical or specu- 
lative questions. Jn re Mayewsky, 162 USPQ 86, 89 (E.D. Va. 
1969) (deposition of an examiner must be restricted to relevant 
matters of fact and must avoid any hypothetical or speculative 
questions or conclusions based thereon); Shaffer Tool Works v. 
Joy Mfg. Co. , 167 USPQ 170 (S.D. Tex. 1970) (deposition of 
examiner should be limited to matters of fact and must not go into 
hypothetical or speculative areas or the bases, reasons, mental 
processes, analyses, or conclusions of the examiner in acting 
upon an application). Employees will not be permitted to give 
testimony with respect to subject matter which is privileged. 
Several court decisions limit testimony with respect to quasi- 
judicial functions performed by employees. Those decisions 
include United States v. Morgan , 313 U.S. 409, 422 (1941) 
(improper to inquire into mental processes of quasi-judicial 
officer or to examine the manner and extent to which the officer 
considered an administrative record); Western Electric Co. v. 
Piezo Technology, Inc. v. Quigg , 860 F.2d 428, 8 USPQ 2d 1583 
(Fed. Cir. 1988) (patent examiner may not be compelled to 
answer questions which probe the examiner’s technical knowl- 
edge of the subject matter of a patent); McCulloch Gas Process- 
ing Co. v. Department of Energy , 650 F.2d 1216, 1229 (Temp. 
Emer. Ct. App. 1981) (discovery of degree of expertise of 
individuals performing governmental functions not permitted); 
In re Nilssen , 851 F.2d 1401, 7 USPQ 2d 1500 (Fed. Cir. 1988) 
(technical or scientific qualifications of examiners-in-chief are 
not legally relevant in appeal under 35 U.S.C. {g49 134 since 
board members need not be skilled in the art to render obvious- 
ness decision); Lance v. Commissioner , 352 F. Supp. 166, 176 
USPQ 162 (D.D.C. 1972) (technical qualifications of examin- 
ers-in-chief not relevant in Sec. 145 action). 

In view of the discussion above, if an employee is authorized 
to testify in connection with the employee’s involvement or 
assistance in a quasi-judicial proceeding which took place 
before the Patent and Trademark Office, the employee will notbe 
permitted to give testimony in response to questions which seek: 

(1) Information about that employee’: 


(A) Background. 

(B) Expertise. 

(C) Qualifications to examine or otherwise consider a 
particular patent or trademark application. 

(D) Usual practice or whether the employee followed a 
procedure set out in any Office manual of practice (in- 
cluding the MPEP or TMEP) in a particular case. 

(E) Consultation with another Office employee. 

(F) Understanding of: 

(i) A patented invention, an invention sought to be 
patented, or patent application, patent, reexamination 
or interference file. 

(ii) Prior art. 

(iii) Registered subject matter, subject matter sought 
to be registered, or a trademark application, registra- 
tion, opposition, cancellation, interference or concur- 
rent use file. 

(iv) Any Office manual of practice. 

(v) Office regulations 

(vi) Patent, trademark, or other law. 

(vii) The responsibilities of another Office em- 
ployee. 

(G) Reliance on particular facts or arguments. 

(2) To inquire into the manner in and extent to which the 
employee considered or studied material in performing a 
quasi-judicial function. 

(3) {dn To inquire into the bases, reasons, mental processes, 
analyses, or conclusions of that Office employee in per- 
forming the quasi-judicial function. 


Any request for testimony addressed or delivered to the Office 
of the Solicitor shall comply with 37 CFR 15a.4(c). All requests 
must be in writing . The need for a subpoena may be obviated 
where the request complies with 37 CFR 15a.4(c) only if the 
party requesting the testimony further meets the following con- 
ditions: 
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(1) The party requesting the testimony identifies the civil 
action or other legal proceeding for which the testimony is 
being taken. The identification shall include: 

(a) the style of the case, 

(b) the civil action number, 

(c) the district in which the civil action is pending, 

(d) the judge assigned to the case, and 

(e) the name, address, and telephone number of counsel for 
all parties in the civil action. 


(2) The party agrees not to ask questions seeking information 
which is precluded by 37 CFR 15a.6(b). 

(3) The party shall comply with applicable provisions of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, including Rule 30, and 
give ten working days notice to the Office of the Solicitor 
prior to the date a deposition is desired. 

Fifteen working days notice is required for any deposition 
which is desired to be taken between Nov. 15 and Jan. 15. 
(4) The party agrees to notice the deposition at a place 
convenient to the Patent and Trademark Office. The Con- 
ference Room in the Office of the Solicitor is deemed to be 
a place convenient to the Office. 

(5) The party agrees to supply a copy of the transcript of the 
deposition to the Patent and Trademark Office for its rec- 
ords. 


Absent a written agreement meeting the conditions specified 
in paragraphs (1) through (5), a party must comply with the 
precise terms of 37 CFR 15a.4(c) and the Patent and Trademark 
Office will not permit a deposition without issuance of a sub- 
poena. 


Feb. 7, 1989. 


FRED E. McKELVEY, 


Solicitor . 


[1099 OG 36] 


Department of Commerce 


Patent and Trademark Office 


United States Adherence to the 
International Union for the Protection of New Varieties 
of Plants (UPOV) 


On Nov. 12, 1980, the United States deposited its instrument 
of acceptance of the 1978 text of the UPOV Convention. The 
United States was the second State to adhere to this text, New 
Zealand having earlier done so. 

The UPOV Convention will take effect with respect to the 
United States and the other adherents to the 1978 text upon a total 
of five adherences, three of which must be by present member 
States (States adhering to the text of the Convention). We expect 
at least three present member States to adhere shortly and the 
1978 text to take effect, therefore, during 1981. 

The United States deposited its instrument of acceptance on 
the basis of the legal protection offered for asexually reproduced 
plants under the plant patent law (35 U.S.C. 161-164). Accord- 
ingly, the Convention will apply only to asexually reproduced 
plants protected under this law. Steps are now being taken, 
however, by the Plant Variety Protection Office of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to conform the implementation of the Plant 
Variety Protection Act (7 U.S.C. 2321 et seq.) to the Conven- 
tion’s requirements. When this is done, the United States will 
notify the UPOV Secretariat that the Convention is also appli- 
cable in the United States to sexually reproduced plants pro- 
tected under that Act. 

Questions concerning the UPOV Convention may be di- 
rected to the Office of Legislation and International Affairs of the 
Patent and Trademark Office. This Office may be addressed as 
follows: Box 4, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. The Office’s telephone number is 
(703) 557-3065. 


SIDNEY A. DIAMOND, 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Dec. 16, 1980. 


[1002 O.G. 102] 
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(86) Taking Effect in the United States 
of the International Convention for 


the Protection of New Varieties of Plants 


The International Convention for the Protection of New 
Varieties of Plants (the UPOV Convention) will take effect in the 
United States on Nov. 8, 1981. It will apply to all applications for 
the patenting of plants under the provisions of Title 35, United 
States Code, which are filed on or after Nov. 8, 1981. The actual 
filing date will govern in determining whether the Convention 
will apply to an application, even though the application may be 
entitled to an earlier effective date under section 119 or 120 of 
Title 35, United States Code. 

In addition to the United States, the UPOV Convention will be 
in effect as of Nov. 8, 1981, in the following fourteen States: 
Belgium, Denmark, Federal Republic of Germany, France, Ire- 
land, Israel, Italy, Netherlands, New Zealand, Republic of South 
Africa, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and the United Kingdom. 

No changes in the patent law are needed to implement the 
UPOV Convention in the United States. An applicant for a plant 
patent will be required, however, to submit for registration a 
variety name for the plant to be patented. Registration is required 
by Article 13 of the UPOV Convention. 

Registrability shall be determined in accordance with the 
International Code of Nomenclature for Cultivated Plants (1980). 
As an interim procedure pending the promulgation of an appro- 
priate rule, inclusion of the variety name in the application will 
be accepted as a submission of the name for registration. No plant 
patent as a result of an application filed on or after Nov. 8, 1981, 
shall be issued without the registration of a variety name. Ques- 
tions concerning this variety naming requirement or the UPOV 
Convention may be addressed to: 


Mr. Michael K. Kirk, Director 

Office of Legislation and 

International Affairs Box 4 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office Washington, D.C. 
20231 


Mr. Kirk’s telephone number is (703) 557-3065. 
GERALD J. MOSSINGHOFF, 


Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Oct. 15, 1981. 
[1011 O.G, 27] 


Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 10 
Cross Appeals in Patent and Trademark 
Office Disciplinary Proceedings 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) proposes to 
amend its rules of practice in practitioner disciplinary proceed- 
ings. The proposed rule change provides for a time period for a 
party to a disciplinary proceeding to file a cross-appeal, after the 
other party (the respondent or the Director of the Office of 
Enrollment and Discipline) to the proceeding has appealed from 
an initial decision of the administrative law judge to the Commis- 
sioner. Currently, PTO rules do not provide for a time period for 
filing a cross-appeal in a disciplinary case. A party in a disciplin- 
ary case may be interested in appealing only if the other party has 
appealed. Allowing a time period for filing a cross-appeal will 
give parties to disciplinary cases more flexibility after an initial 
decision by the administrative law judge. A party need not file a 
contingent appeal simply to preserve rights in the event the other 
party files an appeal. 

Dates: Written comments must be received on or before Aug. 20, 
1993 to ensure consideration. An oral hearing will not be con- 
ducted. 

Addresses: Address written comments to Box 8, Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231, marked to 
the attention of Fred E. McKelvey, Solicitor. Written comments 
will be available for public inspection in suite 918, on the 9th 
floor of Crystal Park II, located at 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
Va. 


151-842 TMOG-94-7 — QL3 
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For Further Information Contact: Fred E. McKelvey by tele- 
phone at (703) 305-9035 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: Pursuant to 37 CFR §10.132 et seq., 
the Director of the Office of Enrollment and Discipline within the 
PTO may initiate a disciplinary proceeding against a practitio- 
ner. If the proceeding is contested by the practitioner and the 
Director continues to prosecute, an administrative law judge for 
the Department of Commerce enters an initial decision which 
includes findings of fact, conclusions of law and an order. 37 
CFR §10.154. 

Either party to the proceeding may appeal from the initial 
decision of the administrative law judge to the Commissioner 
with in thirty (30) days of the date of the decision. 
37 CFR §10.155(a). However, §10.155(a) does not 
currently address the filing of a cross-appeal. That is, no period 
of time is specified for the non-appealing party to file a cross- 
appeal. 

With regard to interference proceedings, 37 CFR §1.304(a) 
addresses the filing of cross-appeals by stating in pertinent part 
that: 

the time for filing a cross-appeal [to the Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit] or cross-action [in a 
district court] expires (1) 14 days after service of the 
notice of appeal or the summons and complaint or (2) 
two months after the date of decision of the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences, whichever is later. 

The proposed rule change is similiar to the cross-appeal 

authorized in interference proceedins. 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The proposed rule change is in conformity with the require- 
ments of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
Executive Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduc- 
tion Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that the proposed rule change will not have a 
significant economic impact on a substantial number of 
small entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). 
The principle impact of the proposed change is to provide a 
time period to file a cross-appeal in a PTO disciplinary proceed- 
ing. 

The PTO has determined that the proposed rule change is not 
a major rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on 
the economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no 
major increase in costs or prices for consumers; individuals; 
industries; Federal, state or local government agencies; or geo- 
graphic regions. There will be no significant effects on compe- 
tition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or on 
the ability of the United States-based enterprises to compete with 
foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

The PTO has also determined that this notice has no federalism 
implications affecting the relationship between the National 
Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

The proposed rule change will not impose a burden under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq., since 
no record keeping or reporting requirements within the coverage 
of the Act are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects in 35 CFR Part 10 
Administrative practice and procedure, Inventions and pat- 
ents, Lawyers, Reporting and record keeping requirements. 


For the reasons set out in the preamble, and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 35 U.S.C. 6, the PTO proposes to amend 
37 CFR part 10 as follows, wherein deletions are indicated by 
brackets ([]) and additions by arrows (><): 

PART 10-REPRESENTATION OF OTHERS BEFORE THE 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR part 10 would continue to 
read as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 500; 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, 31, 32, 
41. 





1158 TMOG 194 
(88) 


2. Section 10.155 is proposed to be amended by revising 
paragraph (a) to read as follows: 


§10.155 Appeal to the Commissioner. 


(a) Within thirty (30) days from the date of the initial decision 
of the administrative law judge under §10.154, either party may 
appeal to the Commissioner. >If an appeal is taken, the time for 
filing a cross-appeal expires (1) 14 days after service of the 
appeal or (2) 30 days after the date of the initial decision of the 
administrative law judge, whichever is later.<@ An appeal P>or 
cross-appeal<@ by the respondent will be filed with the Director 
in duplicate and will include exceptions to the decisions of the 
administrative law judge and supporting reasons for those ex- 
ceptions. If the Director files the appeal P>or cross-appeal<@, the 
Director shall serve a copy of the appeal peor cross-appeal. 
Within thirty (30) days after receipt of an appeal p>, cross- 
appeal<@ or copy thereof, the other party may file a reply brief, 
in duplicate with the Director. If the Director files the reply brief, 
the Director shall serve a copy of the reply brief. Upon the filin; 
of an appeal >, cross-appeal, if any,<@ and [a] reply briefs 
if any, the Director shall transmit the entire record to the Com- 
missioner. 


e*#e+4% 


July 15, 1993 MICHAEL K. KIRK 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner of 


Patents and Trademarks 
[1153 OG 32] 


Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 501 


[Docket No. 80627-8127] 


Uniform Patent Policy for Domestic 
Rights in Inventions Made by Government Employees 


Agency: Under Secretary for Economic Affairs, Department of 
Commerce. 

Action: Final rule. 

Summary: Executive Order 10096, as amended by Executive 
Order 10930, sets forth the policies and procedures for determin- 
ing the rights in Federal employee inventions with respect to the 
Federal employee and the Government employer. The Delega- 
tion of Authority from the Secretary of Commerce dated Sept. 
15, 1988 and effective Nov. 1, 1988, transferred administration 
of the provisions of Executive Order 10096 as amended by 
Executive Order 10930 from the Commission of Patents and 
Trademarks to the under Secretary for Economic Affairs in the 
Department of Commerce. This final rule establishes 37 CFR 
Part 501 which sets forth this delegation of authority to the Under 
Secretary. In addition, each Government agency is authorized to 
determine whether the results of research, development or other 
activity constitute an invention with the purview of Executive 
Order 10096, as amended by Executive Order 10930 and to 
determine initially the rights therein in accordance with the 
provisions of section 501.6 and 501.7 herein. By separate notice 
in today’s Federal Register the Patent and Trademark Office is 
deleting 37 CFR Part 100. 

Effective Date: Nov. 1, 1988. 

However, all rights, determinations, and appeals submitted to 
the Commissioner prior to the effective date, will be reviewed by 
the Commissioner under the procedures of 37 CFR Part 100. 
Address: Comments may be sent to Mr. Joseph P. Allen, Acting 
Director, Federal Technology Management Division, Office of 
the Under Secretary for Economic Affairs, United States Depart- 
ment of Commerce, Room 4839, Herbert C. Hoover Bldg., 
Washington, D.C. 20230. 

For Further Information Contact: Mr. Joseph P. Allen, by 
telephone at (202) 377-8100 or Robert B. Ellert by telephone at 
(202) 377-5394. 
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Supplementary Information: Executive Order 10096, as amended 
by Executive Order 10930, sets forth the policies and procedures 
for determining the rights in Federal Employee inventions with 
respect to the Federal employer and the Government employer. 
The Under Secretary for Economic Affairs of the Department of 
Commerce was delegated responsibility for oversight of the 
Executive Order on Sept. 15, 1988. Functions required by the 
Executive Order were previously performed by the Commis- 
sioner of Patents and Trademarks. This final rule is substantially 
the same as the rule set out in 37 CFR Part 100, except, the 
Secretary of Commerce is substituted for the Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks, and advance approval is given to 
agency heads to make final determinations relating to determina- 
tions of rights decisions of Government employee inventions, 
subject to employee appeal to the Secretary. 

President Reagan in Executive Order 12591, on April 10, 
1987 directed all Government agencies to facilitate the transfer 
of technology developed at federal laboratories to the private 
sector and to promote its commercialization. To accomplish the 
goals of E.O. 12591 it is necessary that rights to inventions made 
by government employees by determined as expidiously as 
possible. Accordingly, the Secretary has reviewed the existing 
procedures and policies under 37 CFR Part 100 and concluded 
that administration of the functions thereunder could be per- 
formed on a more efficient basis by confining the role of the 
Department of Commerce to appeals by employees from dis- 
puted agency determinations. Accordingly, under 37 CFR Part 
501, each Government agency is given the authority to deter- 
mine whether the results of research, development or other 
activates within the agency constitute an invention by an em- 
ployee, and to determine initially the rights relating to ownership 
within the provisions of Executive Order 10096 as amended by 
Executive Order 10930. If no appeal is taken to the secretary by 
an employee under section 501.8, the initial determination of the 
agency will be final. 

Notwithstanding the fact that this is a final rule, comments are 
requested. 

Because this rule concerns agency management and person- 
nel, it is nota rule or regulation within the meaning of section 1(a) 
of Executive Order 12291, and it is not subject to the require- 
ments of the Order. Accordingly, no preliminary or final regula- 
tory impact analysis has to be or will be prepared. 

Because notice of proposed rulemaking and an opportunity 
for public comments are not required to be given for this rule by 
section 553 of the Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 533), 
or by any other law, no regulatory flexibility analysis has to be 
or will be prepared for purposes of the Regulatory Act (5 U.S.C. 
603(a) and 604(a)). 

This final rule does not contain policies with Federalism 
implications sufficient to warrant preparation of a Federalism 
assessment under Executive Order 12612. This rule does not 
contain collections of information for purposes of the Paperwork 
Reduction Act. 

The changes in the process of determining employee rights to 
inventions made by this rule do not have takings implications 
sufficient to require 
preparation of a Taking Implications Assessment under Execu- 
tive Order 12630. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part 501 


Uniform patent policy. domestic Rights in inventions, Inven- 
tions made by Government employees. 


ROBERT ORTNER, 
Under Secretary for 
Economic Affairs 


Oct. 3, 1988 


*e*4#4% 


For reasons set forth in the preamble 37 CFR is amended by 
adding Chapter V, consisting of Part 501, to read as follows: 


CHAPTER V UNDER SECRETARY FOR ECONOMIC 
AFFAIRS, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


PART 501 UNIFORM PATENT POLICY FOR DOMES- 
TIC RIGHTS IN INVENTIONS MADE BY GOVERN- 
MENT EMPLOYEES 
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Sec. 


501.1 
501.2 
501.3 
501.4 
501.5 
501.6 


Purpose. 

Scope. 

Definitions. 

Determination of Inventions and Rights therein. 

Agency Liaison Officer. 

Criteria for The Determination of Rights in and 
to Inventions. 

Agency Determination. 

501.8 Appeals by employees. 

501.9 Patent protection. 

501.10 Dissemination of this part and of implementing 

regulations. 


501.7 


Authority: Sec. 4, E.0. 10096, 3 CFR 1949-1953 Comp., p 292, 
as amended by E.O. 10930, 3 CFR 1959-1963 Comp., p. 456; 
and Delegation of Authority by the Secretary of Commerce, 
Sept. 15, 1988, DOO 10-9. 


§501.1 Purpose 


The purpose of this part is to provide for the administration of 
a uniform patent policy for the Government with respect to the 
domestic rights in inventions made by Government employees 
and to prescribe rules and regulations for implementing and 
effectuating such policy. 


§501.2 Scope 


This part applies to any invention made by a Government 
employee and to any action taken with respect thereto. 


$501.3 Definitions 


(a) The term “Secretary,” as used in this part, means the Under 
Secretary of Commerce for Economic Affairs. 

(b) The term “Government agency” as used in this part, means 
and Executive department or independent establishment of the 
Executive branch of the Government (including any indepen- 
dent regulatory commission or board, any corporation wholly 
owned by the United States, and the Smithsonian Institution), but 
does not include the Department of Energy for inventions made 
or conceived under the provisions of 42 U.S.C 2182. 

(c) The term “Government employee,” as used in this part, 
means any officer or employee, civilian or military, of any 
Government agency, including any part-time consultant or part- 
time employee except as may otherwise be provided for by 
agency regulation approved by the Secretary. 

(d) The term “invention,” as used in this part, means any art, 
machine, manufacture, design or composition of matter, or any 
new and useful improvement thereof, or any variety of plant, 
which is or may be patentable under the Patent laws of the United 
States. 


$501.4 Determination of Inventions and rights therein. 


Each Government agency has the approval of the Secretary to 
determine whether the results of research, development, or other 
activity in the agency constitute an invention within the purview 
of E.O. 10096, as amended by E.O. 19030 and to determine the 
rights therein in accordance with the provisions of §501.6 and 
501.7 herein. 


$501.5 Agency Liaison Officer 


Each Government agency shall designate a liaison officer to 
represent the agency before the secretary. Provided, however, 
that the Departments of the Army, the Navy, and the Air Force 
may each designate a liaison officer. 


§501.6 Criteria for the Determination of Rights In and To 
Inventions. 


(a) The following rules shall be applied in determining the 
respective rights of the Government and of the inventor in and to 
any invention that is subject to the provisions of this part: 


(1) The Government shall obtain, except as herein otherwise 
provided, the entire domestic right, title and interest in and to any 
invention made be any Government employee: 
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(i) During working hours, or 

(ii) With a contribution by the Government of facilities, 
equipment, materials, funds or information, or of time or services 
or other Government employees on official duty, or 

(iii) Which bears a direct relation to or is made in conse- 
quence of the official duties of the inventor. 


Foreign patent rights are governed by the provisions of 37 
CFR Part 101. 


(2) In any case where the contribution of the Government, as 
measured by any one or more of the criteria set forth in 
paragraph (a)(1) of this section, to the inventor is insufficient 
equitable to justify a requirement of assignment to the 
Government of the entire domestic right, title, and interest in 
and to such invention, or in any case where the Government 
has insufficient interest in an invention to obtain the entire 
domestic right, title, and interest therein (although the 
Government could obtain same under paragraph(a)(1) of this 
section), the Government agency concerned shall leave title to 
such invention in the employees subject however, to the 
reservation of the government of a non-exclusive, irrevocable, 
royalty-free license in the invention with power to grant 
licenses for all governmental purposes, such reservation, in 
the terms thereof, to appear, where practicable, in any patent, 
domestic or foreign, which may issue on such invention. 
Reference is made to section 15 of the Federal Technology 
Transfer Act of 1986 (15 U.S.C. 3710d) which requires a 
Government agency to allow the inventor to retain title to any 
covered invention where the agency does not intend to file a 
patent application or otherwise promote commercialization. 


(3) In applying the provisions of paragraph (a)(1) and (2) of this 
section to the facts and circumstances relating to the making 
of a particular invention it shall be presumed that an invention 
made by an employee who is employed or assigned: 


(i) To invent or improve or perfect any art, machine, design, 
manufacture or composition of matter, 

(ii) To conduct or perform research, development work, or both 

(iii) To supervise, direct, coordinate, or review Government 
financed or conducted research, development work, or both, 
or 

(iv) To act in a liaison capacity among governmental or non- 
governmental agencies or individuals engaged in such research 
or development work, falls within the provisions of paragraph 
(a)(1) of this section, and shall be presumed that any invention 
made by any other employee falls within the provision of 
paragraph (a)(2) of this section. Either presumption may be 
rebutted by a showing of the facts and circumstances in the 
case and shall not preclude a determination that these facts and 
circumstances justify leaving the entire right, title, and interest 
in and to the invention in the Government employees, subject 
to the law. 


(4) In any case wherein the Government neither: 


(i) Obtains the entire domestic right, title and interest in and to an 
invention pursuant to the provisions of paragraph (a)(1) of this 
section nor 

(ii) Reserves a non-exclusive, irrevocable, royalty-free license in 
the invention, with power to grant licenses for all governmental 
purposes, pursuant to the provisions of paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section. 


The Government shall leave the entire right, title and interest 
in and to the invention in the government employee, subject to 
law. 


$501.7 Agency determination. 


(a) If the agency determines that the Government is entitles to 
obtain title pursuant to §501.6(a)(1) and the employee does not 
appeal, no further review is required. 

(b) In the event that a Government agency determines, pursu- 
ant to paragraph (a)(2) or (a)(4) of §501.6, that title to an 
invention shall be left with the employee, the agency shall notify 
the employee of this determination. 

(c) In the case of a determination under either paragraph (a) or 
(b) of this section, the agency shall promptly prepare, and 
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preserve in appropriate files, accessible to the Secretary, a 
written, signed, and dated statement concerning the invention 
including the following: 


(1) A description of the invention in sufficient detail to identify 
the invention and show its relationship to the employee’s 
duties and work assignments; 

(2) The name of the employee and employee status, including a 
detailed statement of official duties and responsibilities at the 
time the invention was made, and 

(3) An explanation of the agency determination and reasons 
therefor. The agency shall, subject to considerations of national 
security, or public health, safety, or welfare, submit to the 
Secretary, if an appeal is taken, a copy of this written statement. 


§501.8 Appeals by employees. 


(a) Any Government employee who is aggrieved by a Govern- 
ment agency determination pursuant to §501.6(a)(1) or (a)(2), 
may obtain a review of any agency determination by filing, 
within 30 days (or such longer period as the Secretary may, for 
good cause shown in writing. fix in any case) after receiving 
notice of such determination, two copies of an appeal with the 
Secretary. The Secretary shall then forward one copy of the 
appeal to the Government agency. 

(b) On receipt of a copy of an appeal filed pursuant to 
paragraph (a) of this section, the agency official who made the 
agency determination being appealed shall, subject to consider- 
ations of national security or public health, safety, or welfare, 
promptly furnish both the Secretary and the inventor with a copy 
of a report containing the following information about the 
invention involved in the appeal: 


(1) Acopy of a statement by the agency containing the information 
specified in §501.7, and 

(2) A detailed statement of the points of dispute or controversy, 
together with copies of any statements or written arguments 
filed with the agency, and of any other relevant evidence that 
the agency considered in making its determination of 

Government interest. Within 25 days(or such longer period 

that the Secretary may, for good cause shown, fix in any case) 

after the transmission of a copy of the agency report of the 
employee, the employee may file a reply thereto with the 

Secretary and file one copy thereof with the appropriate 

agency decision maker. 

(c) After the time for the inventor’s reply to the Government 
agency’s report has expired and if the inventor has so requested 
in his or her appeal, a date will be set for hearing of oral 
arguments before the Secretary, by the employee (or by an 
attorney whom he or she designates by written power of attorney 
filed before, or at the hearing) and a representative of the 
Government agency involved. Unless it shall be otherwise or- 
dered before the hearing begins, oral arguments shall be limited 
to thirty minutes for each side. The employee need not retain an 
attorney or request an oral hearing to secure full consideration of 
the facts and his or her arguments. The employee may expedite 
such consideration by notifying the Secretary when he or she 
doest not intend to file a reply to the agency report. 

(d) After a hearing on the appeal, if a hearing was requested, 
or after expiration of the period for the inventor’s reply to the 
agency report if no hearing is set, the Secretary shall issue a 
decision on the matter within 120 days, which decision shall be 
final after a thirty day period for requesting reconsideration 
expires or on the date that a decision on a petition for reconsid- 
eration is finally disposed of. Any request for reconsideration or 
modification of the decision must be filed within 30 days from 
the date of the original decision (or within such an extension 
thereof as may be set by the Secretary before the original period 
expires). The decision of the Secretary shall be made after 
consideration of the statements of fact in the employee’s appeal, 
the agency’s report, and the employee’s reply, but the Secretary 
at his or her discretion and with due respect to the rights and 
convenience of tlie inventor and the Government agency, may 
call for further statements on specific questions of fact or may 
request additional evidence in the form of affidavits or deposi- 
tions on specific facts in dispute. 


$501.9 Patent protection. 
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(a) A Government agency, upon determination that an inven- 
tion coming within the scope of §501.6(a)(1) or (a)(2) has been 
made, shall thereupon determine whether patent protection will 
be sought in the United States by the Agency for such invention. 
A controversy over the respective rights of the Government and 
the employee in any case shall not delay the taking of the actions 
provided for in this section. In cases coming within the scope of 
§501.6(a)(2), agency action looking toward such patent protec- 
tion shall be contingent upon the consent of the employee. 

(b) Where there is an appealed dispute as to whether 
§501.6(a)(1) or (a)(2) applies in determining the respective 
rights of the Government and of an employees in and to any 
invention, the agency will determine whether patent protection 
will be sought in the united States pending the Secretary’s 
decision on the dispute and, if it decides that an application for 
patent should be filed, will take such rights as are specified in 
§501.6(a)(2), but this shall be without prejudice to acquiring the 
rights specified in paragraph (a)(1) of that section should the 
Secretary so decide. 

(c) Where an agency has determined to leave title to an 
invention with an employee under §501.6(a)(2), the agency will, 
upon the filing of an application for patent take the rights 
specified in that paragraph without prejudice to the subsequent 
acquisition by the Government of the rights specified in para- 
graph (a)(1) of that section should the Secretary so decide. 


$501.10 Dissemination of this part and of implementing regu- 
lations. 


Each Government agency shall disseminate to its employees 
the provisions of this part, and any appropriate implementing 
agency regulations and decisions. Copies of any such regula- 
tions shall be sent to the Secretary. If the Secretary identifies an 
inconsistency between this part and the agency regulations or 
delegation, the agency, upon being informed by the Secretary of 
the inconsistency, shall take prompt action to correct it. 


{F.R. Doc. 88-23239 Filed 10-7-88; 8:45 am] 
Billing Code 3510-EA-M 


(89) Practitioner’s Responsibility to Avoid 
Prejudice to the Rights of a Client/Patent Applicant 


Under 37 CFR Part 10, a practitioner is responsible for taking 
reasonable steps to avoid foreseeable prejudice to the rights of 
a client/patent applicant. This responsibility exists in all circum- 
stances including those where the practitioner is operating through 
a corporate liaison or foreign agent and has no direct contact 
with the client/patent applicant, who in most cases is the one 
being represented. 

This notice is intended to clarify the appropriate course of 
action for a practitioner to follow when the practitioner is operating 
through such a corporate liaison or foreign agent. In such 
arrangements, the registered practitioner may rely upon the 
advice of the corporate liaison or the client/patent applicant’s 
foreign agent as to the action to be taken so long as the prac- 
titioner is aware that the client/patent applicant has consented 
after full disclosure to be represented by the liaison or agent. 
It will be assumed by the Patent and Trademark Office that the 
client/patent applicant has an agreement with the liaison or 
agent, arrived at after full disclosure, to be represented by the 
liaison or agent. Registered practitioners, if they wish, however, 
may maintain a copy of the agreement in this regard between 
the client/patent applicant and the liaison or agent in practitio- 
ner’s file of the application or other proceeding before the Office. 
If there is, in fact, no such agreement between the client/patent 
applicant and the liaison or agent, the registered practitioner 
must communicate to the client/patent applicant. 

In circumstances where the practitioner is aware that there 
is an agreement between the client/patent applicant and the 
liaison or agent, the practitioner may fully rely upon the advice 
of the liaison or agent as to the wishes of the client/patent 
applicant. For example, if the registered practitioner is instructed 
by the client/patent applicant’s liaison or agent to allow an 
application to go abandoned rather than to respond to an Office 
action within a set period for response, the practitioner may 
properly do so without any further notice to the client/patent 
applicant. 
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It is assumed that withdrawal from employment by a prac- 
titioner will remain a relatively rare occurrence, particularly in 
view of this clarification. This notice should not be taken to 
require or encourage withdrawal. If a practitioner should decide 
to withdraw, however, the practitioner must take reasonable 
steps to avoid foreseeable prejudice to the rights of the client/ 
patent applicant including allowing time for employment of 
another practitioner (37 CFR 10.40). Therefore, at least thirty 
days would be required between the date of approval by the 
Office of the withdrawal and the later of the expiration date of 
the response period or the expiration date of the period which 
can be obtained by a petition for extension of time and fee under 
37 CFR 1.136(a). This is necessary so that the client/patent 
applicant would have sufficient time to obtain other represen- 
tation or to take other action. If a period has been set for response 
and the period may be extended without a showing of cause 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) by filing a petition for extension 
of time and fee, the practitioner will not be required to seek such 
extension of time for withdrawal to be approved. In such a 
situation, however, withdrawal will not be approved unless at 
least thirty days would remain between the date of approval and 
the last date on which such a petition for extension of time and 
fee could properly be filed. 
Dec. 10, 1987 DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 

Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


[1086 OG 457] 


(90) Responsibilities of Practitioners Representing 
Clients in Proceedings Before 


The Patent and Trademark Office 


This notice is intended to remind practitioners of certain 
aspects of their responsibilities in representing clients in pro- 
ceedings before the Office. The Notice is also intended to 
supplement the discussion set forth in the Official Gazette Notice 
published at 1086 Official Gazette 457 (Jan. 12, 1988) entitled 
“Practitioner’s Responsibility to Avoid Prejudice to the Rights 
of a Client/Patent Applicant” and to amplify and supersede the 
Helpful Hint published at 1084 Official Gazette 34 (Nov. 24, 
1987) titled “Correspondence Address and/or Fee Address of 
Maintenance Fees.” 

Part 10 of title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, sets forth 
the Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) Code of Professional 
Responsibility. Each attorney or agent who practices before the 
PTO is subject to the rules set forth in Part 10 and should carefully 
study the rules promulgation originally published at 50 Federal 
Register 5158 (Feb. 6, 1985) and at 1052 Official Gazette 4 (Mar. 
5, 1985) and reproduced as item number 172 in the Consolidated 
Listing of Official Gazette Notices, published at 1086 Trade- 
mark Official Gazette 3 (Jan. 5, 1988). 


Practitioner’s Client 


During the promulgation of Part 10, 37 CFR, several indi- 
viduals suggested that “it may be difficult to determine the 
identity of the ‘client’. . ., particularly in corporate patent 
departments.” The response to that suggestion was that “[t]he 
PTO will presume that practitioners know the identities of their 
clients . . ..” 50 Federal Register 5163 (Feb. 6, 1985); 1086 
Trademark Official Gazette 356 (Jan. 5, 1988). For example, 
in a patent application, practitioner’s client is ordinarily the 
inventor who gives practitioner a power of attorney to prosecute 
the application (37 CFR 1.31). A practitioner may represent only 
the assignee of the entire interest in a patent application if the 
assignee has filed a power of attorney and the assignee is 
conducting the prosecution of the application to the exclusion 
of the inventor. (37 CFR 1.32). 

In the promulgation of Part 10, 37 CFR, a commenter raised 
a question of who is the client when an application is filed on 
behalf of an individual, but the individual’s assignee pays 
practitioner’s bill. The question was answered in the following 
manner: 
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“Practitioners are expected to know the identities of their 
clients. If a practitioner is hired by a corporation and wishes 
to make that fact plain on the record of a patent application, 
the practitioner may file an assignment and a power of 
attorney signed by the assignee. If a dispute should then occur 
between the individual and the assignee, the record would 
be clear that the assignee is the client.” 50 Federal Register 
5164 (Feb. 6, 1985); 1086 Trademark Official Gazette 357 
(Jan. 5, 1988). 


In some instances, practitioners deal with a corporate liaison 
or foreign agent. Such arrangements do not automatically change 
the person whom practitioner represents, e.g., the inventor or 
trademark owner. The fact that a U.S. practitioner receives 
instructions from the inventor or trademark owner through a 
foreign attorney or agent does not change the fact that the client 
is still the inventor or trademark owner rather than the foreign 
attorney or agent. See Strojirenstvi v. Toyoda, 2 USPQ 2nd 1222 
(Comm’r Pat. 1986), which at 1223 cited Yetter Manufacturing 
Co. v. Hiniker Co., 213 USPQ 119, 120 (D. Minn. 1981) for 
the principle that “when attorney served as local counsel for 
a law firm representing Hiniker Co., the attorney represented 
Hiniker and not the law firm” and also cited Toulmin v. 
Becker, 105 USPQ 511 (Ohio Ct. App. 1954) for the 
principle that “foreign patent agents or attorneys were not 
clients of U.S. patent attorney.” The PTO expects practi- 
tioners to know the identities of their clients and to take rea- 
sonable steps to avoid foreseeable prejudice to the rights of their 
clients. 


Obtaining Instructions Through Persons Other Than The Client 


In practice, it is common for instructions relating to the 
application of an inventor or trademark owner, who is the client 
of the U.S. practitioner, to be passed to the U.S. _ practitioner 
through intermediaries, such as corporate liaisons or foreign 
agents. Clearly, a client may choose to use a corporate liaison 
or a foreign agent to convey instructions, etc., to a practitioner. 
In such an arrangement, the practitioner may rely upon instruc- 
tions of, and accept compensation from, the corporate liaison 
or the foreign agent as to the action to be taken in a proceeding 
before the Office so long as the practitioner is aware that the 
client has consented to have instructions conveyed through the 
liaison or agent. See 37 CFR 10.68(a) and (b). An agreement 
between the client and the liaison or agent establishes an agency 
relationship between the liaison or agent and the client such that 
the U.S. practitioner can rely upon the liaison or agent as the 
representative of the client for the purpose of communicating 
the client’s instructions about the proceeding to the U.S. prac- 
titioner. The PTO will assume that the client has an agreement 
with the liaison or agent to be represented by the liaison or 
agent. It is the responsibility of the client to notify the practi- 
tioner that the agency relationship between the client and 
the liaison or agent has ceased to exist and that instructions 
from the liaison or agent should no longer be accept- 
ed. 

A practitioner could secure evidence that such an agreement 
exists by having a patent or trademark applicant sign a statement 
to that effect at the same time that the power of attor- 
ney is executed. For example, the following language could 
be inserted in an oath, declaration, or power of attorney 
form: 


“The undersigned hereby authorizes the U.S. attorney or 
agent named herein to accept and follow instructions from 
as to any action to be taken in the Patent and Trademark Office 
regarding this application without direct communication 
between the U.S. attorney or agent and the undersigned. In 
the event of a change in the persons from whom instructions 
may be taken, the U.S. attorney or agent named herein will 
be so notified by the undersigned.” 


Without an agency relationship between the liaison or agent 
and the client, a practitioner would be bound by 37 CFR 10.68(b) 
to “not permit a person who recommends, employs, or pays the 
practitioner to render legal services for another, to direct or 
regulate the practitioner’s professional judgment in rendering 
such legal services.” 
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Practitioner's Responsibility to a Client After the Client's Patent 
Issues or Trademark is Registered 


The Office has received inquiries from practitioners as to 
their responsibilites to a client (patent or trademark applicant) 
after the client’s patent was issued or trademark has been reg- 
istered. In response thereto, it is pointed out that a power of 
attorney given during prosecution of a patent or trademark 
application is considered to be viable after the patent is issued 
or the trademark is registered. See 50 Federal Register 5164 
(Feb. 6, 1985); 1086 Trademark Official Gazette 357 (Jan. 5, 
1988). While the Office considers such a power of attorney to 
be viable for purposes of the practitioner taking actions in 
proceedings before the Office if practitioner and the client so 
desire, the existence of the power of attorney to file and/or 
prosecute the application through issuance of the patent or 
registration of the trademark does not establish whether prac- 
titioner has a responsibility, and a dutaffirmatively in a proceed- 
ing before the Office on behalf of the client after the patent issues 
or the trademark is registered. 

Practitioner’s responsibility to take affirmative action in a 
proceeding before the Office after the patent issues or the 
trademark is registered depends upon whether practitioner still 
has a practitioner-client relationship with the client which has 
continued after the patent issued or trademark is registered. The 
mere existence of the power of attorney to file and/or prosecute 
the application through issuance of the patent or registration of 
the trademark would not establish such a practitioner- 
client relationship in the absence of other facts establish- 
ing such a relationship since the purpose for which the 
power of attorney was originally given has been accomplish- 
ed. 


Practitioner's Responsibility to a Former Client 


While practitioner may no longer have a practitioner-client 
relationship with a client and therefore has no duty to represent 
the client in a proceeding before the Office, a practitioner 
nevertheless has certain obligations to a former client. These 
obligations are placed upon practitioner by the Office rules and 
are necessary for the proper conduct of proceedings before the 
Office. Under 37 CFR 10.23(c)(8), practitioners have a duty to 
inform a client or former client or timely notify the Office of 
an inability to notify a client or former client of certain corre- 
spondence received from the Office and also from the client’s 
or former client’s opponent in an inter partes proceeding before 
the Office. Practitioners have an obligation whether the client 
is a present client or a former client. Included among the items 
of correspondence of which practitioners have the obligation 
to inform clients or former clients are notices regarding main- 
tenance fees, reexamination proceedings, and institution of inter 
partes patent and trademark proceedings. 


Address to Which Correspondence is Sent Regarding Patent 
Maintenance Fees and Reexamination Proceedings 


Under 37 CFR 1.33(d), a “correspondence address” or a 
change thereto may be filed with the Office during the enforce- 
able life of a patent. This “correspondence address” will be used 
in any correspondence relating to maintenance fees unless a 
separate “fee address” has been specified solely for maintenance 
fee purposes as provided by 37 CFR 1.363. Practitioners who 
do not wish to receive correspondence relating to maintenance 
fees must change the correspondence address in the patent- 
ed file or provide the PTO with a fee address to which 
the correspondence should be sent. It is not required 
that a practitioner file a request for permission to with- 
draw pursuant to 37 CFR 1.36 solely for the purpose of chang- 
ing the correspondence address in a patent even though a 
withdrawal of a practitioner would change the correspondence 
address. 


Since 37 CFR 1.33(c) specifies that all notices, official letters 
and other communications for the patent owner or owners in 
a reexamination proceeding will be directed to the attorney or 
agent of record in the patent file, a request for permission to 
withdraw pursuant to 37 CFR 1.36 must be filed in the patent 
if the attorney or agent of record does not desire to receive 
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correspondence relating to reexamination. For information on 
requests to withdraw, see the discussion in the Jan. 12, 1988 
Official Gazette Notice cited above. 


Contact Points For Information 


If a practitioner has questions about the conduct of, or 
requirements relating to a particular proceeding before the Office, 
those questions should be directed to the particular area of the 
Office responsible for the proceeding. If practitioners have 
questions about their responsibilities to their clients, those 
questions should be directed to the Office of Enrollment and 
Discipline. The telephone number of that Office is (703) 557- 
2012. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks. 


May 25, 1988 


[1091 OG 26] 


Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR §1.15 
[Docket No. 80515 - 8209] 


Requests for Identifiable Records 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule. 

Summary: This final rule sets forth changes that the Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO) is making to the rules governing requests 
for records not disclosed to the public as part of the regular 
informational activity of the PTO. The prior rule sets out the 
PTO Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) procedures. The final 
rule updates these procedures and specifies that FOIA requests 
will be processed in accordance with Department of Commerce 
regulations contained in Part 4 of 15 CFR (Public Information). 
Effective Date: Dec. 30, 1988. 

For Further Information Contact: Albin F. Drost by telephone 
at (703) 557-4035 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: As presently written, 37 CFR 1.15 
describes procedures for obtaining documents under the Free- 
dom of Information Act that have been superseded. The purpose 
of this rule change is to bring the PTO FOIA procedures into 
conformity with the Department of Commerce FOIA rules. The 
final rule directly advises requesters that the PTO will follow 
the Department of Commerce rules for disclosure of information 
under FOIA. 

A notice of proposed rulemaking was published on July 19, 
1988 (53 Fed. Reg. 27 177). Interested parties were requested 
to submit written comments on or before Sept. 20, 1988. No 
comments were received. 


Other Considerations 


This rule change will not have a significant impact on the 
quality of the human environment or the conservation of energy 
resources. This rule change is in conformity with the require- 
ments of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-354), 
Executive Orders 12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduc- 
tion Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. § 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Small Business Administration that the rule 
change will not have a significant adverse economic impact on 
a substantial number of small entities [Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, Pub. L. 96-354] because no increase in fees or paperwork 
should result from this rule change. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that this 
rule change is not a major rule under Executive Order 12991. 
The annual effect to the economy will be less than $100 million. 
There will be no major increase in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, federal, state or local government agen- 
cies, or geographic regions. There will be no significant adverse 
effects on competition, employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or on the ability of United States-based enierprises 
to compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 
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The PTO has also determined that this notice has no fed- 
eralism implications affecting the relationship between the 
National Government and the states as outlined in Executive 
Order 12612. 

The rule change will not impose a burden under the Paper- 
work Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. § 3501 et seq., since 
no record keeping or reporting requirement within the coverage 
of the Act are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Freedom of 
Information, Records. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble and under the authority 
granted to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks by 35 
U.S.C. § 6, the Patent and Trademark Office amends Title 37 
of the Code of Federal Regulations as set forth below: 


PART | - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read 
as follows: 


AUTHORITY: 35 U.S.C. § 6 unless otherwise noted. 
2. Section 1.15 is revised as follows: 


§ 1.15 Requests for identifiable records. 

(a) Requests for records, not disclosed to the public as part 
of the regular informational activity of the Patent and Trademark 
Office and which are not otherwise dealt with in the rules in 
this part, shall be made in writing, with the envelope and the 
letter clearly marked “Freedom of Information Request.” Each 
such request, so marked, should be submitted by mail addressed 
to the “Patent and Trademark Office, Freedom of Information 
Request Control Desk, Box 8, Washington, D.C. 20231,” or 
hand delivered to the Office of the Solicitor, Patent and 
Trademark Office, Arlington, Virginia. The request will be 
processed in accordance with the procedures set forth in Part 4 
of Title 15, Code of Federal Regulations. 
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(b) Any person whose request for records has been initially 
denied in whole or in part, or has not been timely determined, 
may submit a written appeal as provided in § 4.8 of Title 15, 
Code of Federal Regulations. 

(c) Procedures applicable in the event of service of process 
or in connection with testimony of employees on official matters 
and production of official documents of the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office in civil legal proceedings not involving the United 
States shall be those established in parts 15 and 15a of Title 
15, Code of Federal Regulations. 





Nov. 21, 1988 DONALD J. QUIGG, 


Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


[1097 OG 15] 


(92) Patent Cooperation Treaty Update 


Accession by China 


The United States Patent and Trademark Office received 
notification from the World Intellectual Property Organization 
(WIPO) that China deposited its instrument of accession to the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) on October |, 1993. China will 
become the 61st Contracting State of the PCT on January 1, 
1994. Consequently, nationals and residents of China are en- 
titled to file international applications on and after January 1, 
1994, and from the same date it is possible to file international 
applications designating and electing China. 

In connection with China's accession, the Chinese Patent 
Office has been appointed as an international Searching Author- 
ity and International Preliminary Examining Authority. Accord- 
ingly, the Chinese Patent Office will establish International 
search and preliminary examination reports for international 
applications filed by Chinese residents or nationals with the 
Chinese Patent Office as the receiving Office. Futhermore, upon 
China's accession the Chinese language becomes a filing and 
publication language under the PCT. The two-letter country 
code for China is "CN". 
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Central African Republic? Accession ...... September 1971 ..........24 January 1978 
(2) Senegal’ Ratification .... ef ee 24 January 1978 
Re ORIN <sucicciscushionidvcnsjnamsbooeoscitiorniinneeebut Ratification .... March 1972... ...24 January 1978 
(4) Malawi . Accession ...... May 1972... ...24 January 1978 
en Eee eters SEN Lae ACCESSION .......00000000 Miasch: $9753 q.......c..reve0 24 January 1978 
(6) Chad? a February 1974............. 24 January 1978 
(7) Togo? Ratification ... January 1975... ...24 January 1978 
RO I gvsscicsnchscncek. ancocescaitorsebeceelbsteteacessiecntonts Accession ... kL oe 24 January 1978 
(9) United States of America .....................0ces0e Ratification ... November 1975..........24 January 1978 
(10) Germany, Federal Republic of Ratification ... cg 24 January 1978 
(11) Congo? Accession ... August 1977................ 24 January 1978 
(12) Switzerland’ Ratification ... September 1977 ..........24 January 1978 
(13) United Kingdom‘ Ratification ... October 1977 .............. 24 January 1978 
(14) France? Ratification November 1977..........25 February 1978 
(ES) Reesiam Femeration .............0cccsccecsoncesesoseenconses Ratification December 1977...........29 March 1978 
oC OR DE a RON Ratification ... January 1978....... ...09 April 1978 
(17) Luxembourg? Ratification ... January 1978.... ....30 April 1978 
(18) Sweden’ Ratification ... February 1978.............17 May 1978 
I sccasansicieanecccsvessvcsdubvececuioutenga thane tab aital Ratification A Ol October 1978 
(20) Denmark’ Ratification September 1978 .......... 01 December 1978 
(21) Austria’ Ratification ... January 1979 April 1979 
(22) Monaco* Ratification ... March 1979...... June 1979 
(23) Netherlands’ Ratification ... April 1979... July 1979 
aI cc creecsccomesunitcinssosehtp decuidcisiansbioucuanides Ratification ... April 1979.... July 1979 
De sated dhincctcncesmsicinsacionincerpesoycentcioodigslanninngioaste Ratification ... October 1979 January 1980 
(26) Liechtenstein’ Accession .... December 1979... March 1980 
Be I ci osccacthccsynonecescnensetosadaiesetepnnissabvubiobneiaaitea Accession .... = December 1979... - March 1980 

ESSE carer. | Ee eee Ratification ............. 27 March 1980................. 27 June 1980 
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Deposit of 
Instrument 


Entry into 
Country Instrument Force! 
(29) Democratic People’s Republic of 
Korea (North Korea) Accession 
Ratification .... 
Ratification 
ABCOBTIOR .ceceeceeceees 
Accession 
Accession 
Accession 


April 1980 

July 1980 

September 1981 
November 1981 .......... 
January 1983......... 
January 1984.... 
February 1984.. 

May 1984... 

July 1984 

December 1984.... 
December 1984.... 
November 1986... 
December 1988.... 
August 1989 

October 1989. 

July 1990 aia 
September 1990..........25 
January 1991............... 
February 1991 
February 1991 
December 1992... 


July 1980 
October 1980 
December 1981 
February 1982 
April 1983 
April 1984 
May 1984 
August 1984 
October 1984 
March 1985 
March 1985 
February 1987 
March 1989 
November 1989 
January 1990 
October 1990 
December 1990 
April i991 
May 1991 
May 1991 
January 1993 


(30) 

(31) Belgium’ 
(32) 

(33) Mauritania’ 
(34) 

(35) Bulgaria 
(36) Republic of Korea (South Korea) Accession 

(37) Mali? Accession 
SSR eae aneere e eee s: Accession 

(39) Italy’ Ratification .... 

(40) Benin? Accession 

(41) Burkina Faso? Accession .. 

(42) Spain? Accession 

(43) Canada Ratification .... 

(44) Greece’ Accession 

(45) ACCESSION .....2..2002+0. 25 
(46) Cote d'Ivoire’ Ratification 

(47) Guinea? Accession 

(48) Mongolia ACCESSION ........0020045 
(49) Czech Republic Declaration* 

(50) Ireland’ Ratification 


(51) Portugal? Accession 
(52) New Zealand Accession 
(53) Ukraine 

(54) Viet Nam 

(55) Slovak Republic 
(56) Niger? 

(57) Kazakhstan 

(58) Belarus ......... 
(59) Latvia 

(60) Uzbekistan 

(61) China 


Accession 


Declaration 
Accession 


Accession 


Declaration* 


May 1992 .......... 


August 1992........ 
September 1992.. 
September 1992 .. 


December 1992 


August 1992 
November 1992 
December 1992 
August 1991 
March 1993 


Declaration* 
Accession ............... 


Declaration* 


Declaration* 


December 1992 
December 1992... 
February 1993. .... 

April 1993. ........ 
ee ee 
August 1993 

October 1993 .............. 01 


January 1993 
March 1993 
December 1991 
December 1991 
September 1993 
December 1993 
January 1994 


‘Although the PCT entered into force on January 24, 1978, the Assembly of the PCT Union fixed June 1, 1978, as 
the date from which international applications could be filed and demands for international preliminary examination could 


be submitted. 


"Members of African Intellectual Property Organization (OAPI) regional patent system. Only regional patent protection 
is available for OAPI countries. A designation of any country is an indication that all OAPI countries have been designated. 
Only one designation fee is due regardless of the number of OAPI member countries designated. 

‘Member of European Patent Convention (EPC) regional patent system. Either national or European patents for member 
countries are available through PCT, except for France, Monaco, Belgium, Italy, Greece and Ireland for which only European 
patents are available if PCT is used. Note: Only one designation fee is due if European regional patent protection is sought 
for one, several or all EPC member countries under the PCT. 


‘Declaration of continued application. 


Dec. 3, 1993 
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(93) Minimum Requirements for Acceptance 
of Applications Under 35 U.S.C. 371 


(the National Stage of PCT) 


The Patent and Trademark Office is continuing to receive 
application papers which do not clearly identify whether the 
papers (1) are being submitted to enter the national stage of the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) under 35 U.S.C. 371 or (2) 
are being filed as a regular national application under 35 U.S.C. 
111. 

Attention is directed to the notice in the Official Gazette at 
1070 O.G. 11 titled “Unity of Invention Practice in International 
Applications and National Phase Applications Entered Under 
35 U.S.C. 371” wherein at item eight it is stated 


“(8) Applicants should clearly indicate on all 
application papers filed for entry under 35 U.S.C. 371 and 
37 CFR 1.61 that the filing is being made under 35 U.S.C. 
371. Otherwise, the application papers will be treated as 
having been filed under 35 U.S.C. 111.” 

To clearly indicate an international application is being filed 
under 35 U.S.C. 371 the applicant should use the “Transmittal 
Letter for United States Designated Office” (Form PTO-1390) 
as the transmittal letter. 

Alternatively, one of the following indications may be used: 


BRUCE A. LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 


1) the applicant shall clearly state in the transmittal 
or cover letter that he or she is filing under 35 U.S.C. 371 
or entering the national stage under the PCT; or 

2) the applicant clearly identifies in the oath or 
declaration the specification to which it is directed by 
referring to a particular international application by PCT 
Serial Number and International Filing Date and that he 
or she is executing the declaration as, and seeking a U.S. 
Patent as, the inventor of the invention described in the 
identified international application. 


Applicants are cautioned that the identification of the inter- 
national application, in the oath or declaration or otherwise, as 
a prior filed application for priority purposes is not considered 
to be an indication of an intention to file under 35 U.S.C. 371. 

If there are any conflicting instructions as to which section 
of the statute (371 or 111) is intended the application will be 
accepted under 35 U.S.C. 111. It is strongly recommended that 
applicant use the Form PTO-1390 in all cases where a filing 
under 35 U.S.C. 371 is intended. 

RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Patents. 


Mar. 16, 1987. 


[1077 OG 13] 
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(94) Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1 and 10 
[Docket No. 920539-2313] 


RIN: 0651-AA51 
Revision of Patent Cooperation Treaty Provisions 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice relating to applications filed under the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT): (1) to amend the rules in 
accordance with revised regulations under the PCT; (2) to bring 
the rules regarding applications entering the national stage under 
35 U.S.C. 371 more in line with existing regulations applicable 
to national applications filed under 35 U.S.C. 111; and (3) to 
clarify existing practice under the PCT. The changes will result 
in more streamlined and simplified procedures for filing and 
prosecuting international and national stage applications under 
the PCT. 

Effective Date: May 1, 1993. 

For Further Information Contact: Vincent Turner by ielephone 
at (703) 305-9384 or by mail addressed to the Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231 and marked 
to the attention of Vincent Turner (Crystal Park 2, room 919). 
Supplementary Information: The Office published a notice of 
proposed rulemaking relating to revision of the Patent Coopera- 
tion Treaty provisions, in the Federal Register, 57 Fed. Reg. 
29248 (July 1, 1992) and in the Official Gazette, 1140 Off. Gaz. 
Pat. Office 27 (July 14, 1992). No oral hearing was held. Eight 
individuals or organizations submitted written comments in 
response to the notice of proposed rulemaking. The eight written 
comments are available for public inspection in the Office of the 
Assistant Commissioner for Patents, room 919,Crystal Park II, 
2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA. 

Familiarity with the notice of proposed rulemaking is as- 
sumed. Changes in the text of the rules published for comment 
in the notice of proposed rulemaking are discussed. Comments 
received in writing in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking are discussed. 

This rule change will improve filing and processing proce- 
dures for applicants both in the filing of international applica- 
tions and in the filing of national stage applications under 35 
U.S.C. 371. 


Background 


During the first 14 years under the PCT, the annual volume of 
international patent applications filed in the U.S Receiving 
Office has increased from just under 100 to almost 10,000 in 
fiscal year 1991. The volume of U.S. national stage applications 
has shown similar growth to the point that the U.S. is now 
designated more than 10,000 times each year by applicants filing 
international applications under the PCT. Historically, approxi- 
mately 60% of those applicants that designate the U.S. enter the 
national stage in the United States. 

On July 8 to 12, 1991, representatives of the patent offices of 
the member countries, in a series of meetings held in Geneva, 
Switzerland, agreed upon several changes to the PCT regulations 
which are designed to make the PCT more user-friendly. These 
adopted changes require corresponding changes in Title 37, 
CFR. 

The practice under the revised PCT regulations will permit an 
applicant to provide, in addition to at least one specified desig- 
nation, a precautionary designation of all other PCT member 
countries and regions so that any intended designation which 
may have been overlooked on filing can be corrected within 15 
months of the priority date byconfirmation of the designation. 
Applicants are cautioned, however, that in order for the confir- 
mation of a designation of the U.S. to be valid, the inventor must 
have been named in the application papers as filed, 37 CFR 
1.421(b). 

International applications are searched and published prior to 
the 20-month deadline for entry into the national stage. If a 
demand for preliminary examination is filed before expiration of 
19 months from the priority date the time for entry into the 
national stage is extended to 30 months from the priority date and 
the international application will be subject to preliminary ex- 
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amination under Chapter II of the PCT. The practice under the 
revised PCT regulations permits an applicant to indicate in the 
demand that preliminary examination is to be based on an 
accompanying PCT Article 34 amendment and, if the amend- 
ment is not received with the demand, the applicant will be 
notified and given a time period within which to file the missing 
amendment. This new procedure will ensure that examination 
will go forward based on the desired PCT Article 34 amendment. 

Also, the Office is aware that certain applicants have had 
difficulty in properly filing national stage applications due to the 
different requirements in the rules for PCT and U.S. national 
applications. Some differences cannot be avoided due to differ- 
ent procedures required under the PCT from U.S. national 
practice. It is desirable, however, to minimize these differences 
and to simplify national stage filing procedures. 

International applications have become abandoned for failure 
to timely provide an oath or declaration, a filing fee and/or an 
accurate translation. In national practice under 35 U.S.C. 111, if 
any of these items was not presented at the time of filing, a notice 
would be mailed to the applicant setting a period of time to 
provide the missing item(s) and to pay a fee. The amendments to 
the rules governing entering the national stage will establish a 
greater degree of uniformity of practice and requirements for 
filing an application under 35 U.S.C. 111 and entering the 
national stage in an international application under 35 U.S.C.371. 

Amending sections 1.494 and 1.495 results in regulations 
much like the present section 1.53. The major exception is that 
a notification of any missing parts in sections 1.494 and 1.495 
will only be mailed in those instances where the applicant has 
paid the basic national fee within 20 or 30 months from the 
priority date depending on whether election of the U.S. under 
Chapter II of the PCT has been made prior to 19 months. 
Applicants can no longer pay the basic national fee with a 
surcharge after the 20/30 months deadline. Failure to pay the 
basic natic xal fee within 20/30 months from the priority date will 
result in abandonment of the application. Paying the fee gives a 
clear indication to the Office that the aprlicant desires to enter the 
national stage. If the required oath, “.claration or translation has 
not been filed within 20/30 months from the priority date, as 
appropriate, the Office will send applicant a notice and provide 
a period of time to supply the deficiency. Upon paying the basic 
national fee within 20/30 months from the priority date, the 
applicant will have the opportunity to inform the Office of a U.S. 
correspondence address, if any. Thus, the Office will avoid 
unnecessary handling of approximately 40% of those applica- 
tions that designate the U.S. but do not enter the national stage, 
and will be able to send a notice to a U.S. correspondence address 
in most cases. 

Often at 20 or 30 months from the priority date, the only 
communication which has been received by the Office is a copy 
of the international application from the International Bureau 
with the address of the foreign attorney or agent who represented 
the applicant in the international stage. The foreign attorney or 
agent may not be conversant in English or knowledgeable about 
U.S. practice, factors which often contribute to complicating the 
processing of applications. Thus, the new practice, which re- 
quires payment of the basic national fee on or before 20 or 30 
months from the priority date, has several advantages: (1) it will 
enable the applicant to identify the U.S. attorney or agent for 
correspondence from the Office; (2) the Office, after a check of 
the national stage papers at 20 or 30 months, will mail a notice 
identifying any deficiencies and affording applicant a period for 
correction of those deficiencies; and (3) as in national practice 
under section 1.53, it will enable applicants to extend the period 
of time under section 1.136 for submission of a proper oath, 
declaration or translation. 

The changes to sections 1.494 and 1.495 address the problems 
which have been most frequently encountered in entering the 
national stage in the United States. The new practice of notifying 
applicants of the omission of a proper oath, declaration or 
translation and setting an extendable period of time for correc- 
tion will allow applicants greater flexibility in the time for 
submission of these documents, thus avoiding the consequence 
of abandonment and potential loss of rights in the United States. 


Implementation 


The rule changes which reflect corresponding amendments in 
the PCT regulations were implemented on 01 July 1992 when the 
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amendments became effective. The remaining rule changes will 
be effective on 01 May 1993. Setting a date for the rules to take 
effect several months in the future will allow time for applicants 
to change their procedures to conform to these rules. 

Those international applications entering the national stage 
under section 1.494 where 20 months from the priority date 
expires on, or before, 30 April 1993 are under the old rule 
(section 1.494 effective 01 July 1987) and those international 
applications entering the national stage under section 1.495 
where 30 months from the priority date expires on, or before, 30 
April 1993 are under the old rule (section 1.495 effective 01 July 
1987). Those international applications entering the national 
stage under section 1.494 where 20 months from the priority date 
expires on, or after, 01 May 1993 are under the new rule (section 
1.494 effective 01 May 1993) and those international applica- 
tions entering the national stage under section 1.495 where 30 
months from the priority date expires on, or after, 01 May 1993 
are under the new rule (section 1.495 effective 01 May 1993). 
For example: 

1) If a copy of an international application (which desig- 
nates the U.S.) that has a priority date of 30 August 1991 
is filed in the Office by 30 April 1993 (within 20 months 
from the priority date), applicant may enter the national 
stage under 37 CFR 1.494 by submitting any required 
English translation, the basic national fee and the oath or 
declaration not later than 30 June 1993. Of course, the 
payment of the surcharge and processing fee (37 CFR 
1.492(e) and (f)) would also be due. 

2) If a copy of an international application (which elected 
the U.S. before expiration of 19 months from the priority 
date) that has a priority date of 30 October 1990 is filed 
in the Office by 30 April 1993 (within 30 months from the 
priority date), applicant may enter the national stage by 
submitting any required English translation, the basic 
national fee and the oath or declaration not later than 30 
June 1993. Of course, the payment of the surcharge and 
processing fee (37 CFR 1.492(e) and (f)) would also be 
due. 

3) If a copy of an international application (which desig- 
nates the U.S.) that has a priority date of 01 September 
1991 is filed in the Office by 03 May 1993 (within 20 
months from the priority date - 01-02 May 1993 being a 
Saturday and Sunday, respectively), then applicant must 
pay the basic national fee by 03 May 1993 to avoid 
abandonment of the application. If the basic national fee 
is timely paid, a notice will then be sent to applicant 
giving a time period within which to file the oath or 
declaration and any required translation (new section 
1.494(c)). 

4) Any international application having a priority date of 
01 September 1991, or later, is under the new rule. Thus, 
if applicant files papers for the national stage indicated to 
be under the procedure of the old rule (section 1.494) in 
the Office before 01 May 1993 (i.e., before expiration of 
20 months from the priority date) but omits the basic 
national fee, the application will, nonetheless, become 
abandoned at midnight on 03 May 1993 (after 20 months 
from the priority date - 01-02 May 1993 being a Saturday 
and Sunday, respectively) because applications where 
the 20-month deadline expires on or after 01 May 1993 
come under the new practice. In accordance with new 
section 1.494 (i) a copy of the international application 
must be furnished to the Office, and (ii) the basic national 
fee must be paid before expiration of 20 months from the 
priority date. 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


Eight written comments were received in response to the 
notice of proposed rulemaking. All of the comments were con- 
sidered in adopting the changes set forth herein. The comments 
and responses to the comments follow. 


Comment 1. One comment stated that “The proposed addition 
to section 1.431(b)(1) of “and the papers filed at the time of 
receipt of the international application [so] indicate’ goes be- 
yond the requirements set forth in the PCT and is contrary to PCT 
Administrative Instructions, Section 329.” Two other similar 
comments were received and urged, in effect, that section 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


1.431(b)(1) be revised to adopt the procedure set forth in Section 
329 of the PCT Administrative Instructions. 

Response: The suggestion has not been adopted. The provi- 
sions adopted in section 1.431(b)(1) are consistent with, and 
required by, Article 11 of the PCT as interpreted by the Office. 
Section 329 of the PCT Administrative Instructions was issued 
by the International Bureau after the Bureau was advised that the 
Office believed new section 329 to be inconsistent with require- 
ments of Article 11 of the Treaty and inconsistent with over 13 
years of practice in the United States. In the opinion of the Office, 
PCT Administrative Instruction 329 is inconsistent with PCT 
Article | 1 and Rule 20.4(a), which require the Office to promptly 
determine whether the applicant does not obviously lack, by 
reasons of residence or nationality, the right to file an interna- 
tional application. In accordance with PCT Rule 89.1(b), “The 
Administrative Instructions shall not be in conflict with the 
provisions of the Treaty, these regulations, . . . .” The United 
States will not follow Administrative Instruction 329. 

Comment 2. One comment stated that in section 1.431(c), the 
reference to “PCT Rule 15.2” should be to “PCT Rule 15” 
because PCT Rule 15.1 is also relevant, and the reference to 
section 1.445” should be changed to refer to “PCT Rules 14 and 
16.1" because section 1.445 does not cover the European Patent 
Office (EPO) search fee which is also paid to the USPTO.” 

Response: The suggestion has not been adopted. The refer- 
ences to Rule 15.2 and section 1.445 are considered proper in the 
context in which they are used. The references to Rule 15.2 and 
section 1.445 are not new and have worked well in directing 
applicants regarding international application requirements. The 
EPO search fee is not mentioned in section 1.431, but is pub- 
lished in each issue of the Official Gazette for applicant’s infor- 
mation. 

Comment 3. One comment stated that in section 1.431(d), the 
words “one designation fee” should be deleted since this is 
covered by section 1.432(b) and that “timely made” in line 5 be 
changed to “paid within the one-month pericd” for clarity. 

Response: The first suggestion in the comment is not adopted. 
The reference to “one designation fee” in section 1.431(d) is 
repeated in section 1.432(b) to add clarity on this important 
point. The second suggestion in the comment is not adopted 
since it would introduce error into section 1.431(d). Indeed, all 
the fees must be paid timely, and need not be paid within the one- 
month period set pursuant to section 1.431(c), e.g., some fee(s) 
may be paid prior to the one-month period. Presumably the one- 
month period mentioned in the comment refers to a period set 
pursuant to section 1.431(c) which may not need to be set in 
every case. 

Comment 4. One comment indicated that (in the fourth para- 
graph of the Supplementary Information section) the discussion 
of new section 1.432 includes a reference to a “generic” desig- 
nation of all countries which, instead, should refer to a precau- 
tionary designation of all countries except the required specified 
designation(s). 

Response: The appropriate. change has been made to the 
discussion of section 1.432 to clarify that an applicant may 
provide, in addition to at least one specified designation, a 
precautionary designation of all other PCT member countries 
and regions so that any intended designation which may have 
been overlooked on filing can be corrected within 15 months of 
the priority date. 

Comment 5. One comment stated that in section 1.432(a) and 
(b) the word “request” should be capitalized in view of section 
1.401(d). A corresponding comment was made with respect to 
section 1.451(a). 

Response: This suggestion is adopted since PCT Rule 4.10 
requires the designations to appear on the Request (form RO/ 
101) and section 1.432 continues to require that the designation(s) 
be indicated in the Request on filing. Similarly, with respect to 
section 1.451(a), the suggestion is adopted. 

Comment 6. One comment stated that in section 1.432(a) “or 
regions” should be changed to “for the purpose of obtaining 
national or regional patents." 

Response: The suggestion is adopted to the extent that section 
1.432(a) has been changed by replacing “or regions” with “in- 
cluding an indication that applicant wishes to obtain a regional 
patent, where applicable.” The adopted wording is preferable 
since it is the same as the wording of PCT Rule 4.9(a)(ii). 

Comment 7. One comment objected to the requirement con- 
tained in section 1.432(a) that designations in the international 
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application shall be stated as provided in PCT Rule 4.9(a) and 
Section 115 of the Administrative Instructions Under the PCT. 
Also, the comment urged that the PCT Administrative Instruc- 
tions should be reproduced in sections 1.432 and 1.451 so that 
applicants have access to them. 

Response: Section 115 of the PCT Administrative Instructions 
makes reference to the names and abbreviations of all countries. 
Inclusion of such a long list would unnecessarily encumber 
section 1.432(a). The Administrative Instructions are readily 
available, and a list of countries is provided in the Manual of 
Patent Examining Procedure (Chapter 200). Applicants using a 
current Request form will inherently comply with PCT Rule 
4.%(a) and Sections 110 and 115 of the PCT Administrative 
Instructions. 

Comment 8. One comment asked “If an applicant does not pay 
the fee(s) set out in section 1.432(c)(2) or (3), will he/she be given 
an additional month to pay the fees described in section 
1.432(b)(1) and (2)? “ 

Response: No extension of time is available to the 15-month 
deadline of section 1.432(c). The time period set under section 
1.432(b) doesnot apply to section 1.432(c). If payment for the 
designations to be confirmed under section 1.432(c) is not 
received by 15 months from the priority date, those precaution- 
ary designations are considered to be withdrawn, PCT Rule 
4.%b). 

Comment 9. One comment suggested adding references to 
PCT Rule 4.9(a) and (b) in various locations in section 1.432. 

Response: The suggestion is adopted by adding appropriate 
references to PCT Rule 4.9(a) and (b). 

Comment 10. One comment suggested that the last sentence in 
section 1.432(b) be moved to become the second sentence of 
section 1.432(b) and the third sentence be moved to become the 
last sentence of section 1.432(b). 

Response: These suggestions are not adopted since they 
would not constitute an improvement to section 1.432(b). 

Comment 11. One comment suggested that, in section 
1.432(c)(3) unconfirmed designations indicated to be“considered 
withdrawn” should be changed to “regarded as withdrawn by the 
applicant. 

Response: This suggestion has not been adopted because it 
does not further clarify section 1.432(c)(3). Unconfirmed desig- 
nations are considered to be withdrawn by the applicant under 
PCT Rule 4.9(b)(ii) and are also considered to be withdrawn by 
the Office. 

Comment 12. One comment suggested that section 1.446(d) 
should be expanded to indicate that a refund of the search fee will 
be given even after the search copy has been transmitted just so 
long as the withdrawal is effective before start of the interna- 
tional search. 

Response: This suggestion has not been adopted since refunds 
may or may not be appropriate in the noted instance. For 
example, if the EPO acting as an international searching author- 
ity begins the search after withdrawal but before receipt of the 
withdrawal from the U.S. receiving office, a refund may not be 
made. 

Comment 13.One comment suggested that in section 1.446(e) 
“demand” should be capitalized in view of section 1.401(g). 

Response: This suggestion is adopted. 

Comment 14. One comment suggested that the reference in 
section 1.451(a) to Section “201” of the Administrative Instruc- 
tions should be changed to“115." 

Response: This suggestion is adopted since Section “201” of 
the Administrative Instructions has been changed effective July 
1, 1992, and is now Section “115. 

Comment 15. One comment noted that the proposed change in 
section 1.455(a) does not reflect that a common representative 
need not be “appointed.” 

Response: A new sentence has been inserted into section 
1.455{a) to address the situation where no common representa- 
tive or agent has been appointed. Where no common represen- 
tative or agent has been appointed, the first mentioned applicant 
who is entitled to file in the U.S receiving office is considered to 
be the common representative, PCT Rules 2.2bis and 90.2(b). 

Comment 16. One comment noted that the proposed change in 
section 1.455(a) does not reflect that if a new common represen- 
tative is appointed, the previous common representative is auto- 
matically revoked. 

Response: The last sentence of section 1.455(a) has been 
changed to reflect that the later appointment of an attorney, agent 
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or common representative revokes any earlier appointment un- 
less otherwise indicated. 

Comment 17. One comment suggested that “In sections 
1.475(a), 1.488(a) and 1.499(e) reference should be added to 
PCT Rule 13, Administrative Instructions, Section 206, and 
possibly to Annex B of the Administrative Instructions.” 

Response: The suggestion is not adopted because it gives no 
reasons for the proposed change and it is not evident that the 
change is needed. 

Comment 18. One comment stated that in the Supplementary 
Information discussion of section 1.475(b), the explanation of 
“specially adapted” was different from the explanation in Annex 
B, Part I of the Administrative Instructions. 

Response: The discussion of section 1.475(b) has been revised 
to conform to Annex B, Part I of the Administrative Instructions. 
Comment 19. One comment stated that in section 1.484(b) no 
need is seen for adding the last two sentences because “The 
provision relates only to International Searching Authority prac- 
tice and is set forth in more detail by the PCT Rules.” 

Response: Section 1.484(b) is directed to conduct of the 
International Preliminary Examining Authority rather than the 
International Searching Authority. The explanation in section 
1.484(b) is retained because, although it parallels PCT Rule 
69.1(e), it informs applicants that delay in submission of an 
amendment will delay the start of examination. Applicants 
should be aware that, since the time for issuance of the final 
report is fixed by PCT Rule 69.2 and may not change, any delay 
in the start of examination may work to applicants’ disadvan- 
tage. For example, the minimum time may have to be set for 
response to any opinions, there may be time for only one opinion 
and/or there may be less time for interviews. 

Comment 20. One comment suggested that section 1.485 
should be amended to take into account that amendments are 
permitted under PCT Rule 66.4bis even after the time period set 
by the International Preliminary Examining Authority. 

Response: This suggestion is not adopted. Section 1.485 sets 
forth when an amendment may be filed so that it will be consid- 
ered. Amendments filed at other times may not be considered. 

Comment 21. One comment suggested that the beginning of 
section 1.492 should be changed to reflect that, in view of H.R. 
3531, the national stage fees are under 35 U.S.C. 41(a) rather 
than under 35 U.S.C. 376. 

Response: H.R. 3531 was enacted into law (Public Law 102- 
204). Accordingly, the suggestion in the comment has been 
adopted by revising the introductory language in section 1.492 
to remove the reference to 35 U.S.C. 376. 

Comment 22. One comment urged that in the Discussion of 
Specific Rules for sections 1.494(b) and 1.495(b), the discussion 
should be modified to clarify that the applicant need only check 
“his or her” files to be sure that the Bureau’s notice regarding 
transmittal of a copy of the international application has been 
received. 

Response: The language has been revised to eliminate any 
ambiguity. 

Comment 23. One comment suggested that “as filed” in section 
1.494(c) should be set off by commas as in section 1.495(c). 

Response: Section 1.494(c) has been changed as suggested. 

Comment 24. One comment questioned the phrases “accurate 
translation” and “proper translation” as used in the Supplemen- 
tary Information discussion and stated that these phrases do not 
further explain the word “translation” as used in the statute. 
Another comment suggested that the rule should provide for 
correction of errors in the translation without penalty of aban- 
donment or surcharge. 

Response: The statute (35 U.S.C. 371(c)(2)) requires that 
applicant file a translation of the international application to 
avoid abandonment (35 U.S.C. 371(d)). The Office has received 
purported translations which include amendments to the text of 
the international application and other inconsistencies with the 
text of the non-English language document. It is helpful to 
explain that a translation must be accurate and a proper transla- 
tion. The Office does not inspect a purported translation for all 
errors, it only inspects for errors which are apparent on the face 
of the document. For example, where the non-English language 
international application has 6 claims and the purported transla- 
tion has 8 claims, obviously the requirement for a proper trans- 
lation has not been met. Submission of inaccurate translations 
require additional processing by the Office, thus the requirement 
for a processing fee is appropriate. 
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Comment 25. One comment stated that in the Supplementary 
Information discussion of sections 1.494 and 1.495 the reference 
to the U.S. correspondence address should be modified to add “if 
any” since none is required. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted. 

Comment 26. One comment stated that in the preamble of 
section 1.495(e) there appears to be a contradiction in that the 
first sentence suggests a translation of the annex may be filed 
within the time period set under 1.495(c) whereas the second 
sentence suggests the translation of the annex must be filed by 30 
months or “be considered cancelled.” 

Response: The sentences are compatible. The first sentence 
applies to the case where the translation, oath or declaration have 
not been submitted by 30 months. In such case, they (and any 
annex) may be submitted within the time period of paragraph (c). 
The second sentence applies to the case where the translation and 
oath or declaration have been submitted by 30 months, where- 
upon no additional time is set under paragraph (c). Thus, in the 
first instance, if applicants are given additional time to submit the 
translation or oath or declaration, they may also submit the annex 
in that same additional time. But where the translation and oath 
or declaration have been submitted by 30 months, an additional 
time period will not be provided simply for submitting a transla- 
tion of the annex. Of course, applicant may submit a preliminary 
amendment under 37 CFR 1.121 including the subject matter of 
the annex. 

Comment 27.One comment suggested that sections 1 .494(b)(3) 
and 1.495(b)(3) should be amended to permit an extension of 
time for the basic national fee so that it may be submitted, like the 
declaration and translation, after 20 and 30 months. 

Response: The suggestion is not adopted. Submission of the 
basic national fee gives the Office a clear indication that appli- 
cant intends to enter the national stage. This helps the Office to 
avoid processing of those 40% of the international applications 
which designate the U.S. but do not enter the national stage. Also, 
filing of the basic national fee by 20 or 30 months will ordinarily 
provide the Office with the correspondence address of the person 
prosecuting the national stage application. Without this corre- 
spondence address, the Office would send any notice of missing 
parts to the correspondence address in the international applica- 
tion (e.g., the person who prosecuted the international stage and 
who may not be qualified to prosecute the U.S. national stage). 
The rules as amended address the greatest hurdle for entry into 
the national stage which has been submission of the oath or 
declaration by the 22 or 32-month deadline. 

Comment 28. One comment suggested that sections 1.494(d) 
and 1.495(d) should indicate that the PCT Article 19 amend- 
ments (which have not been received) are not only considered to 
be cancelled, but are also “disregarded under PCT Rule 49.5(c- 
bis).” 

Response: The suggestion is not adopted because this addi- 
tional reference to PCT Rule 49.5(c-bis) is not helpful. The 
indication that the PCT Article 19 amendments are cancelled is 
in accordance with 35 U.S.C. 371(d). It is standard practice in the 
examination of a patent application in the United States to 
disregard amendments that have been cancelled. 

Comment 29. One comment suggested that, with respect to 
section 1.494, “The proposed rules do not make clear the rela- 
tionship between paragraphs (c) and (g) as to the time period set 
for later furnishing of the translation into English.” 

Response: Paragraph (c) provides that applicant will be pro- 
vided a period of time to file the translation (if the requirements 
of paragraph (b) have been met) and paragraph (g) provides that 
the application becomes abandoned if any required translation is 
not filed within the time period set in paragraph (c). Thus, where 
the other requirements have been met but the translation has not 
been provided, paragraph (c) provides a time period for submis- 
sion of the translation and paragraph (g) provides the sanction 
(abandonment) for failing to comply within the set period 

Comment 30. One comment questioned whether the time 
period for translation of any PCT Article 19 amendments should 
be extendable with any extension for translation of the interna- 
tional application. A corresponding comment was made with 
respect to section 1.495. 

Response: An extension of time for submission of the transla- 
tion of any PCT Article 19 amendment is not possible in view of 
the provisions oi 35 U.S.C. 371(d) 

Comment 31. One comment suggested that sections 1.494(g) 
and 1.495(h) should be modified by replacing “the translation” 
with “any required translation.” 
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Response: The suggestion is adopted. Translations are not 
required where the international application was filed in English. 

Comment 32. One comment suggested that at the beginning of 
section 1.495(c) after “paragraph (b)” the word “of” should be 
added. 

Response: The suggestion is adopted. 

Comment 33. One comment suggested that section 1.495(d) 
could be deleted since under PCT Rules 70.16 and 74.1 relevant 
amendments under PCT Article 19 must be annexed to the 
international preliminary examining report and therefore must 
be translated under section 1.495(e). It was further noted that 
superseded PCT Article 19 amendments need not be translated. 

Response: The suggestion is not adopted. Section 1.495(d) 
covers the situation where the PCT Article 19 amendment is not 
annexed. For example, where applicant enters the national stage 
in the U.S. and withdraws the international application before 
issuance of the final report. In this instance, translation of the 
PCT Article 19 amendments would have to be submitted by the 
date of commencement of the national stage (which cannot be 
later than 30 months) or be considered cancelled. 

Comment 34. One comment observed that under section 
1.495(e) if there is no time period to be set for submission of the 
translation of the international application and/or the oath or 
declaration, there is no possibility for extra time (after the 30- 
month deadline) for submission of translation of the annex. It 
was suggested that section 1.495(e) be reworded to permit extra 
time (after the 30-month deadline) for submission of a transla- 
tion of the annex even where the translation of the international 
application and/or the oath or declaration had been submitted by 
30 months. 

Response: The suggestion is not adopted. Where the transla- 
tion of the international application and/or the oath or declaration 
have been submitted by 30 months, it is appropriate to promptly 
forward the application for examination rather than delay exami- 
nation for a translation of the annex (especially since often it 
appears that applicant does not wish to proceed on the basis of the 
annex). Some applicants prefer to submit preliminary amend- 
ments under section 1.121 (which may be done even after 30 
months) rather than to submit a translation of the annex. 

Comment 35. One comment urged that section 1.495(e) is 
inconsistent in that it states that the 30-month time limit may not 
be extended, and then states that if the translation of the interna- 
tional application is not filed within 30 months from the priority 
date additional time may be set under paragraph (c) of this 
section. 

Response: The two statements are not contradictory. The time 
period for submission of the translation and oath or declaration 
is a new time period and is not a extension of the 30-month time 
limit. The fixed time limit for submission of the basic national fee 
is 30 months from the priority date. If the basic national fee is not 
paid by this 30-month deadline, the application is abandoned. If, 
on the other hand, the basic national fee is paid by 30 months 
from the priority date, the pendency of the international applica- 
tion continues past 30 months. If the translation or oath or 
declaration have not been filed by the 30-month deadline (but the 
basic national fee has been paid), the application is not aban- 
doned and a time period is set for submission of the missing 
translation and oath or declaration. 

Comment 36. One comment asked “Is it the intention of the 
Patent and Trademark Office to affect, in any way, the current 
practice of assigning a date on which the Section 371(c)(4) 
requirement (oath or declaration) will be deemed to have been 
met, if an applicant submits an oath or declaration in response to 
a Notice of Missing Parts, thereby ultimately affecting the Sec- 
tion 102(e) date to which the eventually granted U.S. patent will 
b entitled ?" 

Response: Nothing in the new rule will affect the 35 U.S.C. 
102(e) date which will continue to be the date that the last of the 
35 U.S.C. 371(c)(1), (2) and (4) requirements are fulfilled. 

Comment 37. One comment suggested that section 1.821 be 
clarified to reflect that the notice requiring compliance with 
paragraphs (b) through (f) is sent by the international searching 
authority. 

Response: The suggestion is not adopted. Section 1.821 does 
not specify who will send the notice and there is no need to do so 
in the rule. 

Comment 38. One comment questioned as to section 10.9 
whether a pro se applicant from Brazil, who is either an indi- 
vidual or a company, would have the right to practice before the 
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U.S. as an international searching or international preliminary 
examining authority. 

Response: Section 10.9 has been amended to clarify that it is 
not directed to pro se applicants. 


Discussion of Specific Rules 


The following is a table correlating PCT Rule changes with the 
new 37 CFR changes. Sections 1.431(b)(1), 1.431(b)(3)(ii), 
1.451(a), 1.482(a)(2)(i), 1.492(e), 1.494 and 1.495, which are 
also amended, are not shown in the table because they are 
changes that are not required by PCT Rule changes. 


Rule Correlation Table 
37 CFR Change PCT Rule Change 


1.431(c)-(e) 16bis, 27.1 
1.432(a) 4.1(b)(iv), 4.9 
1.432(b) 5.5, 16bis 
1.432(c) 15.5 

1.434(a) 3.1 
1.445(a)(4) 15.5 

1.446(d) 15.6, 16.2 
1.446(e) 57.6 

1.455(a) 90, 2.2bis 
1.475 13 

1.476(a) 13 

1.480(b) 53.1 

1.482(b) 57.5 

1.484(b) 60.1(g), 66, 69.1 
1.485 60.1(g) 

1.487 13 

1.488(a) 13 

1.499 13 

1.821(h) 13ter.1(c) 
10.9(c) 90 


Section 1.431(b)(1) is amended to clarify that an international 
filing date will be accorded to an International application filed 
in the United States where at least one applicant is indicated to be 
a resident or national of the United States in the papers as filed. 
If the papers, as filed, indicate a residence or nationality for at 
least one applicant, the United States Receiving Office can 
promptly determine whether, as required by PCT Article 11, “the 
applicant does not obviously lack” the requisite residence or 
nationality to file an international application in the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office. 

Section 1.431(b)(3)(ii) is amended to add a cross-reference to 
section 1.432 which sets forth the requirements regarding desig- 
nations. 

Section 1.431(c) is amended to reflect that the United States 
Receiving Office, rather than the International Bureau, will be 
responsible for collecting fees not paid in full at the time of filing 
the international application or within one month thereafter. The 
change reflects the procedural change under the new PCT Regu- 
lations that the Receiving Office, rather than the International 
Bureau, will be responsible for communicating deficiency no- 
tices to the applicant and collecting the necessary fees. Under the 
procedure in paragraph (c), a notice of any fee deficiency will be 
mailed by the Receiving Office setting a time period of one 
month for payment of the fee deficiency and a late payment fee 
equal to the greater of (1) 50% of the amount of the deficient fees 
up to a maximum amount equal to the basic fee, or (2) an amount 
equal to the transmittal fee. The time period of one month for 
response to this notice cannot be extended. 

Section 1.431(d) is eliminated as unnecessary since the United 
States Receiving Office will take over the responsibility for 
collecting fees in place of the International Bureau. 

Section 1.431(e) is redesignated as 1.431(d) and clarifies that 
the failure to timely pay the fees pursuant to paragraph (c) will 
result in the withdrawal of the international application. 

Section 1.432(a) is amended to clarify that the applicant must 
specify, on filing, at least one national or regional designation in 
order to be granted a filing date for the international application. 
This specific designation is required whether or not all designa- 
tions are indicated pursuant to paragraph (c) of this section. The 
reference to Section 201 of the Administrative Instructions has 
been changed to Section 115 to correspond to the change in the 
Administrative Instructions. 
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Section 1.432(b) is amended to establish a procedure for the 
late payment of fees for designations that were specified on filing 
an international application, and a procedure, pursuant to PCT 
Rule 16bis.1(c), in accordance with section 321 of the PCT 
Administrative Instructions for allocating fees, where the amount 
paid is insufficient to cover all the fees. The payment of the 
designation fees with a late payment fee (previously termed a 
“surcharge”) is not new. Under the revised PCT regulations, 
however, the Receiving Office, rather than the International 
Bureau, will be responsible for communicating deficiency no- 
tices to the applicant. The designation fees may be paid, without 
necessity for a late payment fee, within one year from the priority 
date or within one month from the date of receipt of the interna- 
tional application if that month expires after the expiration of one 
year from the priority date. The applicant will be notified and 
given one month within which to pay any deficient designation 
fees plus a late payment fee. The amount of the late payment fee 
is equal to 50% of the deficient fees, but will not be less than the 
amount of the transmittal fee (currently $200) and will not 
exceed the amount of the basic fee (currently $525). The one- 
month time limit for payment of the deficient designation fees 
and late payment fee may not be extended. If, after expiration of 
the one-month time period, at least one designation fee has not 
been paid (with any late payment fee which is due), the interna- 
tional application will be withdrawn. If, after expiration of the 
one-month time period, at least one designation fee has been paid 
(with any late payment fee which is due) but the amount paid is 
not sufficient to cover the late payment fee and all the designa- 
tion fees, the amount paid will be allocated, pursuant to PCT Rule 
16bis.1(c), in accordance with section 321 of the Administrative 
Instructions. Section 321 of the Administrative Instructions 
provides that the amount will be allocated in accordance with 
any instructions received from the applicant or, if no instructions 
have been received, in the order in which the designations appear 
in the request part of the international application. Designations 
for which no designation fee is timely filed will be withdrawn. In 
section 1.432(b), the reference to parenthetical numbers (1) and 
(2) used to describe the late payment fee as proposed has been 
deleted in the final rule to improve clarity. 

New section 1.432(c) establishes a procedure wherein, in 
addition to the designation(s) under paragraph (a), the applicant 
could indicate, on filing, all designations permitted under the 
Treaty and confirm desired designations of countries or regions 
up to 15 months from the priority date. Section 1.432(c) as 
promulgated requires that applicant's indication of all designa- 
tions permitted under the Treaty in addition to the designation(s) 
under paragraph (a) be made in the Request in accordance with 
PCT Rule 4.9(b). The confirmation must include both a written 
notice of the countries or regions being confirmed, the appropri- 
ate designation fees and a confirmation fee based on the number 
of countries or regions being confirmed. If the amount of the fees 
is insufficient, the Receiving Office will allocate the amount paid 
in accordance with any priority of designations specified by the 
applicant or, if no priority is specified, in accordance with section 
321 of the Administrative Instructions. A notice reminding 
applicant of the 15-month deadline will not be provided. Uncon- 
firmed designations will be considered withdrawn. 

Section 1.434 is amended to allow applicants to develop their 
own computer-generated Request form so long as the forms 
comply with the requirements of sections 102(h) and (i) of the 
Administrative Instructions. Printed Request form will continue 
to be available from the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office. 

New section 1.445(a)(4) defines the amount of the confirma- 
tion fee required for the designations confirmed under section 
1.432(c). The confirmation fee is equal to 50% of the sum of the 
designation fees for the designations being confirmed. For ex- 
ample, a confirmation of four additional designations (at $127 
per designation, or $508) would require a $254 confirmation fee. 
The total amount of the fees due would be $762, which is the sum 
of $508 and $254. 

Section 1.446(d) is amended to clarify that the international 
(basic and designation, PCT Rule 15.1) and search fees may be 
refunded under certain circumstances linked to whether the 
record copy or search copy has been transmitted to the Interna- 
tional Bureau or International Searching Authority, respectively. 
The transmittal fee and any late payment fees will not be re- 
funded, but will be retained to cover Office processing costs. If 
the record copy or search copy has been transmitted, the Receiv- 
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ing Office cannot refund or authorize the refund of the interna- 
tional or search fees. Any request for a refund filed after the 
record copy or search copy has been transmitted should be 
directed to the International Bureau (for the international fee) or 
the International Searching Authority (for the international search 
fee) for consideration of whether a refund should be made. 

New section 1.446(e) indicates that a refund of the handling 
fee by the International Preliminary Examining Authority is 
permitted only in the situations where the demand is considered 
not to have been submitted or upon withdrawal of the demand 
before the demand has been sent to the International Bureau. If 
the demand has been sent to the International Bureau, requests 
for refund of the handling fee should be directed to the Interna- 
tional Bureau. 

Section 1.451(a) is amended to clarify that the applicant must 
specify, on filing, the priority of a previously filed application in 
order to be granted priority in the international application. The 
right to priority is not necessarily lost if the claim is not on the 
Request form, but will be lost if the claim does not appear in the 
papers presented on filing of the application. 

Section 1.455(a) is amended to clarify that the term “common 
representative” means an applicant appointed by the other appli- 
cants or considered to be the representative of the other appli- 
cants. Further, since attorneys and agents are registered to prac- 
tice before the Office rather than licensed, section 1.455(a) has 
been amended by replacing the word“licensed” with “regis- 
tered.” The paragraph also clarifies who can represent applicants 
in an international application before the U.S. International 
Searching Authority or the U.S. International Preliminary Exam- 
ining Authority, e.g., (1) an attorney or agent registered to 
practice before the Office, and (2) an attorney or agent not 
registered to practice before the Office, but authorized to practice 
before the national office with which the international applica- 
tion was filed and for which the United States is an International 
Searching Authority or International Preliminary Examining 
Authority. In the latter case, representation is restricted to prac- 
ticing before the U.S. International Searching Authority and/or 
the U.S. International Preliminary Examining Authority. For 
example, if an international application is filed in the Brazilian 
Patent Office, an agent authorized to practice before the Brazil- 
ian Patent Office may prosecute that application before the U.S. 
International Searching Authority or the U.S. International Pre- 
liminary Examining Authority. Paragraph (a) also provides that, 
unless otherwise indicated, the appointment of an attorney, agent 
or common representative revokes any earlier appointment as 
specified in PCT Rule 90.6(b). 

Section 1.475 is amended to adopt the unity of invention 
principles of PCT Rule 13, as amended. Section 1.475 is further 
amended to reflect that the same unity of invention principles are 
applied by the international searching and preliminary examin- 
ing authorities and during the national stage. Duplicative provi- 
sions in sections 1.487 and 1.499 are deleted. 

The principles of unity of invention are used to determine the 
types of claimed subject matter and the combinations of claims 
to different categories of invention that are permitted to be 
included in a single international or national stage patent appli- 
cation. The basic principle is that an application should relate to 
only one invention or, if there is more than one invention, that 
applicant would have a right to include in a single application 
only those inventions which are so linked as to form a single 
general inventive concept. 

Section 1.475(a) is amended to contain both the definition of 
the requirement for unity of invention, and the unity of invention 
criteria that must be satisfied, where a group of inventions is 
claimed, in order to have a right to include multiple inventions in 
a single application. A group of inventions is linked to form a 
single general inventive concept where there is a technical 
relationship among the inventions that involves at least one 
common or corresponding special technical feature. The expres- 
sion “special technical features" is defined as meaning those 
technical features that define the contribution which each claimed 
invention, considered as a whole, makes over the prior art. For 
example, a compound is the common technical feature in an 
application claiming (1) the compound per se, (2) a method of 
making the compound and (3) a method of using the compound. 
A corresponding technical feature is exemplified by a key 
defined by certain claimed structural characteristics which cor- 
respond to the claimed features of a lock to be used with the 
claimed key. 
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Section 1.475(b) is amended to define several combinations 
of different categories of claims which always fulfill the unity of 
invention requirements of section 1.475(a) where the same or 
corresponding special technical feature is claimed. There may be 
other combinations of different categories of claims which fulfill 
the requirement for unity of invention, but the determination of 
unity must be made under section 1.475(a), not section 1.475(b). 

In section 1.475(b), a process is “specially adapted” for the 
manufacture of a product if the claimed process inherently 
produces the claimed product with the technical relationship 
defined in section 1.475(a) being present between the claimed 
process and the claimed product. The expression “specially 
adapted” as used in this section does not imply that the product 
could not also be manufactured by a different process. 

In section 1.475(b), an apparatus or means is “specifically 
designed” for carrying out the process when the apparatus or 
means is suitable for carrying out the process with the technical 
relationship defined in section 1.475(a) being present between 
the claimed apparatus or means and the claimed process. The 
expression “specifically designed” does not imply that the appa- 
ratus or means could not be used for carrying out another 
process, nor does it imply that the process could not be carried 
out using an alternative apparatus or means. 

Section 1.475(c) is amended to require that unity of invention 
might not be present if a combination of categories of invention 
different from those described in section 1.475(b) are presented 
in an application. The requirements of section 1.475(a) are 
always met by the combinations described in section 1.475(b) 
where the same or corresponding special technical feature is 
claimed. All other combinations must be tested against the unity 
of invention standard of section 1.475(a). 

Section 1.475(d) is amended by deleting reference to the 
different combinations of categories of invention that always 
meet the unity of invention standard (now set forth in section 
1.475(b)), and to make reference to the determination of the main 
invention where multiple products, processes of manufacture or 
uses are claimed. The significance of determining the main 
invention is set forth in section 1.476(c). 

Section 1.475(e) is amended to require that the determination 
regarding unity of invention be made without regard to whether 
a group of inventions is claimed in separate claims or as alterna- 
tives within a single claim. The basic criteria for unity of inven- 
tion are the same, regardless of the manner in which applicant 
chooses to draft a claim or claims. 

Section 1.475(f) is deleted since PCT Rule 13 has been 
amended and the basic principles of unity of invention are 
incorporated into other portions of section 1.475. 

Section 1.476(a) is amended to delete the reference to section 
1.475(f) (which is deleted) and PCT Rule 13. 

Section 1.480(b) is amended to allow applicants to develop 
their own computer-generated Demand form so long as the 
limitations in sections 102(h) and (i) of the Administrative 
Instructions are met. Printed Demand forms will continue to be 
available from the Office. 

Section 1.482(a)(2)(i) is amended to clarify that an additional 
preliminary examination fee may be charged for lack of unity in 
Chapter II irrespective of whether there was a similar charge in 
Chapter I. Normally there will be a charge for lack of unity both 
in Chapter I and in Chapter II. In some instances, although a 
charge for the search of an additional invention is justified in 
Chapter I, the examiner chooses to proceed without charging for 
the search of the additional invention(s). However, circum- 
stances may change (e.g., an amendment submitted with 
the Demand expanding the claims to the additional inven- 
tion(s)) in Chapter II so as to warrant the examiner’s require- 
ment for an additional fee for examination of the additional 
invention(s). 

Section 1.482(b) is amended to remove the reference to the 
supplement to the handling fee which had been collected for the 
benefit of the International Bureau and which has been deleted 
from the PCT regulations. At present, applicants must pay as 
many suppiements to the handling fee as there are languages into 
which the elected Offices require translations of the international 
preliminary examination report. Under the new PCT regulations, 
all countries will accept an English translation of the interna- 
tional preliminary examination report, thus limiting the Interna- 
tional Bureau’s translation costs. Accordingly only one handling 
fee will need to be paid by the applicant, without any supplement, 
irrespective of the need for a translation of the report. 
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Section 1.484(b) is amended to permit an applicant to indicate 
in the demand that international preliminary examination is to 
begin based on the application as amended rather than on the 
application as filed. If a PCT Article 19 amendment is not 
received by the Office by 20 months from the priority date, 
preliminary examination will proceed. Where the demand indi- 
cates examination is to be based on an accompanying PCT 
Article 34 amendment, but the PCT Article 34 amendment has 
not been provided to the Office with the demand, the applicant 
will be notified and given a time period to submit the amend- 
ment. Thus, if the applicant wishes preliminary examination 
based on an amended version of the international application, the 
demand must so indicate and the amendment (PCT Article 19 or 
34) must (1) accompany the demand; or (2) in the case of a PCT 
Article 19 amendment, be received by 20 months from the 
priority date; or (3) in the case of a PCT Article 34 amendment, 
be submitted within the nonextendable time period set by the 
Office. 

Section 1.485 is amended to be consistent with section 1.484 
and provides for amendments to be filed with the demand or 
within a time period set by the International Preliminary Exam- 
ining Authority. 

Section !.487 is removed as unnecessary because the amend- 
ments to section 1.475 address the unity of invention principles 
to be applied by the International Preliminary Examining Au- 
thority. 

Section 1.488(a) is amended to replace the reference to section 
1.487, which is removed, with a reference to section 1.475. 

Section 1.492 is amended to revise the introductory clause to 
eliminate the reference to 35 U.S.C. 376. 

Section 1.492(e) is amended to eliminate the surcharge for 
filing the basic national fee after 20 or 30 months from the 
priority date. In accordance with the new practice under sections 
1.494 and 1.495, the basic national fee must be filed no later than 
20 months, or 30 months if a timely election was filed, from 
the priority date in order to avoid abandonment of the applica- 
tion. 

Sections 1.494 and 1.495 is amended to modify the practice 
for entering the national stage as a designated or elected office by 
more closely aligning it with national application practice under 
section 1.53. 

Section 1.494(a) is amended to clarify that absence of a 
Demand form is no longer the controlling event, but rather 
failure to elect the United States within 19 months of the priority 
date will trigger the time periods set forth in paragraphs (b) and 
(c) of this section. 

Section 1.494(b) is amended to require that the basic national 
fee and a copy of the international application must be filed with 
the Office by 20 months from the priority date to avoid abandon- 
ment. The 22-month period for filing th basic national fee with 
a surcharge in previous rule 1 .494(c) has been eliminated. The 
International Bureau normally provides the copy of the interna- 
tional application to the Office in accordance with PCT Article 
20. At the same time, the International Bureau notifies the 
applicant of the communication to the Office. In accordance with 
PCT Rule 47.1, that notice shall be accepted by all designated 
offices as conclusive evidence that the communication has duly 
taken place. Thus, if the applicant desires to enter the national 
stage and applicant has received the notice from the International 
Bureau, applicant need only pay the basic national fee by 20 
months from the priority date. The 20-month time limit for 
submission of the basic national fee and a copy of the interna- 
tional application is not extendable. 

Section 1.494(c) is amended to provide that applicants who 
have provided the basic national fee and a copy of the interna- 
tional application by 20 months from the priority date but who 
omit a proper translation, oath or declaration will receive a 
notification setting a time period for submission of the omitted 
requirements. The time period set in the notice can be extended 
pursuant to section 1.136. Filing of the oath or declaration later 
than 20 months will require the payment of the surcharge set 
forth in section 1.492(e). Filing of the translation later than 20 
months will require the payment of the processing fee set forth 
in section 1.492(f). 

Section 1.494(d) is amended to clarify the existing practice 
that PCT Article 19 amendments must be submitted by 20 
months from the priority date, which time may not be extended. 
Of course, the failure to do so does not result in loss of the subject 
matter of the PCT Article 19 amendments. The applicant may 
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submit that subject matter in a preliminary amendment filed 
under section 1.121. In many cases, filing an amendment under 
section 1.121 is preferable since grammatical or idiomatic errors 
may be corrected. 

Section 1.494(g) is removed in view of the amendments to 
sections (b), (c) and (d). 

Section 1.494(h) is redesignated as 1.494(g) and is amended 
to specify when an application that fails to enter the national 
stage becomes abandoned. Abandonment occurs at 20 months 
from the priority date if the basic national fee and a copy of the 
international application have not been provided to the Office. If 
they have been provided to the Office within 20 months and the 
translation and/or oath or declaration are not filed timely, aban- 
donment occurs upon expiration of the time limit set in the 
notification pursuant to paragraph (c). Thus, in the latter situa- 
tion, abandonment would occur at the expiration of the time 
period set in the notice to file the missing translation, and/or oath 
or declaration. The phrase “where the United States has been 
designated but not elected prior to 19 months from the priority 
date” (emphasis added) has been changed to “where the Unite? 
States has been designated but not elected by the expiration of 19 
months from the priority date” (emphasis added) for clarity. A 
corresponding change has been made in section 1.495(h). 

Section 1.495(a) is amended to clarify that the election of the 
U.S. need not be made in the Demand, but can be made subse- 
quently if filed before expiration of 19 months from the priority 
date to start the time periods set forth in paragraphs (b) and (c) of 
this section. 

Section 1.495(b) is amended to require that the basic national 
fee and a copy of the international application must be filed with 
the Office by 30 months from the priority date to avoid abandon- 
ment. The 32-month period for filing the basic national fee with 
a surcharge in previous rule 1.495(c) has been eliminated. The 
International Bureau normally provides the copy of the interna- 
tional application to the Office in accordance with PCT Article 
20. At the same time the International Bureau notifies applicant 
of the communication to the Office. In accordance with PCT 
Rule 47.1, that notice shall be accepted by all designated offices 
as conclusive evidence that the communication has duly taken 
place. Thus, if the applicant desires to enter the national stage, the 
applicant normally need only check to be sure the notice from 
the International Bureau has been received and then pay the 
basic national fee by 30 months from the priority date. The 30- 
month time limit for submission of the basic national fee and a 
cop of the international application is not extendable. 

Section 1.495(c) is amended to provide that applicants who 
have provided the basic national fee and a copy of the interna- 
tional application by 30 months from the priority date, but who 
omit a proper translation, oath or declaration, will receive a 
notification setting a time period for submission of the omitted 
requirements. The time period set in the notice can be extended 
pursuant to section 1.136. Filing of the oath or declaration later 
than 30 months will require the payment of the surcharge set 
forth in section 1.492(e). Filing of the translation later than 30 
months will require the payment of the processing fee set forth 
in section 1.492(f). 

Section 1.495(d) is amended to clarify the existing and con- 
tinuing practice that the PCT Article 19 amendments must be 
submitted by 30 months from the priority date. The deadline for 
submitting PCT Article 19 amendments may not be extended. 
The failure to do so will not result in loss of the subject matter of 
the PCT Article 19 amendments. Applicant may submit that 
subject matter in a preliminary amendment filed under section 
1.121. In many cases, filing an amendment under section 1.121 
is preferable since grammatical or idiomatic errors may be 
corrected. 

Section 1.495(e) is amended to specify that a translation into 
English of any annexes to the international preliminary examin- 
ing report which are not received by 30 months from the priority 
date may only be submitted within the time period set in para- 
graph (c) for submission of any omitted translation of the inter- 
national application, or oath or declaration. If any required 
translation of the international application and oath or declara- 
tion have been provided to the Office by 30 months, a notice 
under paragraph (c) will not be sent, and if the translation of 
annexes is not submitted within 30 months, the annexes will be 
considered cancelled. 

Section 1.495(h) is removed in view of the amendments to 
sections (b), (c), (d) and (e). 
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Section 1.495(i) is redesignated as 1.495(h) and specifies 
when an application that fails to enter the national stage becomes 
abandoned if the United States was elected prior to 19 months 
from the priority date. Abandonment occurs at 30 months from 
the priority date if the basic national fee and a copy of the 
international application have not been provide to the Office. If 
they have been provided to the Office within 30 months and the 
translation and/or oath or declaration are not filed timely, aban- 
donment occurs upon expiration of the time limit set in the 
notification pursuant to paragraph (c). Thus, in the latter situa- 
tion, abandonment would occur at the expiration of the time 
period set in the notice to file the missing translation, and/or oath 
or declaration. 

Section 1.499 is amended by removing paragraphs (a) through 
(e) because the amendments to section 1.475 address the unity of 
invention principles to be applied in the national stage. The 
reference to the official action being called a requirement for 
restriction has been eliminated as unnecessary. 

Section 1.821(h) is amended to provide that if applicant fails 
to timely provide the required computer-readable form, the 
United States International Searching Authority shall search 
only to the extent that a meaningful search can be carried out. 

Section 10.9 is amended to add a new paragraph (c) to be 
consistent with section 1.455, clarifying that an attorney or agent 
having the right to act before the national office with which the 
international application is filed may represent the applicant 
before the U.S International Searching Authority or the U.S. 
International Preliminary Examining Authority. An individual 
who has the right to practice before the national office with which 
an international application is filed, and who is not registered 
under section 10.6, may not prosecute patent applications in the 
national stage in the Office. 


Other Considerations: 


The rule changes are in conformity with the requirements of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601, et seq., Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501, et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that the rule changes will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)), because the rules 
provide more streamlined and simplified procedures for filing 
and prosecuting international and national stage applications 
under the PCT. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has determined that these 
rule changes are not a major rule under Executive Order 12291. 
The annual effect on the economy will be less than $100 million. 
There will be no major increase in costs or prices for consumers; 
individual industries; Federal, state or local government agen- 
cies; or geographic regions. There will be no significant adverse 
effects on competition, employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or on the ability of United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has also determined that this 
notice has no federalism implications affecting the relationship 
between the National Government and the States as outlined in 
Executive Order 12612. 

These rule changes will not impose any additional burden 
under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501, et 
seq. The paperwork burden imposed by adherence to the PCT is 
currently approved by the Office of Management and Budget 
under control number 0651-0021. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to the authority granted 
to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks by 35 U.S.C. 6, 
the Patent and Trademark Office amends Title 37 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations as set forth below. 


List of Subjects 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Freedom of 
Information, Inventions and patents, Reporting and record keep- 
ing requirements, Small businesses. 


37 CFR Part 10 
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Administrative practice and procedure, Inventions and pat- 
ents, Lawyers, Reporting and record keeping requirements, 
Trademarks. 


For the reasons set forth in the preamble, 37 CFR Parts | and 
10 are amended as follows: 


Part 1 - Rules of Practice in Patent Cases 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read as 
follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6 unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 1.431 is amended by removing paragraph (e) and 
revising paragraphs (b)(1) through (b)(3)(ii), (c) and (d) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.431 International application requirements 


s*e# 24% 


(b) An international filing date will be accorded by the United 
States Receiving Office, at the time of receipt of the international 
application, provided that: 

(1) At least one applicant (§ 1.421) is a United States 
resident or national and the paper filed at the time of receipt of the 
international application so indicate (35 U.S.C. 361(a), PCT Art. 
11(1)(i)). 

(2) The international application is in the English language 
(35 U.S.C. 361(c), PCT Art. 11(1)(ii)). 

(3) The international application contains at least the fol- 
lowing elements (PCT Art. 1 1(1)(iii)): 

(i) An indication that it is intended as an international 
application (PCT Rule 4.2); 

(ii) The designation of at least one Contracting State of 
the International Patent Cooperation Union (§ 1.432); 


eee * 


(c) Payment of the basic portion of the international fee (PCT 
Rule 15.2) and the transmittal and search fees (§ 1.445) may be 
made in full at the time the international application papers 
required by paragraph (b) of this section are deposited or within 
one month thereafter. If the basic, transmittal and search fees are 
not pa-id within one month from the date of receipt of the 
international application, applicant will be notified and given 
one month within which to pay the deficient fees plus a late 
payment fee equal to the greater of (1) 50% of the amount of the 
defficient fees up to a maximum amount equal to the basic fee, 
or (2) an amount equal to the transmittal fee (PCT Rule 16bis). 
The one-month time limit set in the notice to pay deficient fees 
may not be extended. 

(d) If the payment needed to cover the transmittal fee, the basic 
fee, the search fee, one designation fee and the late payment fee 
pursuant to paragraph (c) of this section is not timely made, the 
Receiving Office will declare the international application with- 
drawn under PCT Article 14(3)(a). 


Section 1.432 is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.432 Designation of States and payment of designation 
fees. 


(a) The designation of States including an indication that 
applicant wishes to obtain a regional patent, where applicable, 
shall appear in the Request upon filing and must be indicated as 
set forth in PCT Rule 4.9 and Section 115 of the Administrative 
Instructions. Applicant must specify at least one national or 
regional designation on filing of the international application for 
a filing date to be granted. 

(b) If the fees necessary to cover all the national and regional 
designations specified in the Request are not paid by the appli- 
cant within one year from the priority date or within one month 
from the date of receipt of the international application if that 
month expires after the expiration of one year from the priority 
date, applicant will be notified and given one month within 
which to pay the deficient designation fees plus a late payment 
fee equal to the greater of 50% of the amount of the deficient fees 
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up to a maximum amount equal to the basic fee, or an amount 
equal to the transmittal fee (PCT Rule 16bis). The one-month 
time limit set in the notification of deficient designation fees may 
not be extended. Failure to timely pay at least one designation fee 
will result in the withdrawal of the international application. The 
one designation fee may be paid: 

(1) within one year from the priority date, 

(2) within one month from the date of receipt of the interna- 
tional application if that month expires after the expiration of one 
year from the priority date, or 

(3) with the late payment fee defined in this paragraph 

within the time set in the notification of the deficient designation 
fees. If after notification of deficient designation fees the appli- 
cant makes timely payment, but the amount paid is not sufficient 
to cover the late payment fee and all designation fees, the 
Receiving Office will, after allocating payment for the basic, 
search, transmittal and late payment fees, allocate the amount 
paid in accordance with PCT Rule 16bis.1(c) and withdraw the 
unpaid designations. The notification of deficient designation 
fees pursuant to this paragraph may be made simultaneously 
with any notification pursuant to § 1.431(c). 
(c} On filing the international application, in addition to speci- 
fying at least one national or regional designation under PCT 
Rule 4.9(a), applicant may also indicate under PCT Rule 4.9(b) 
that all other designations permitted under the Treaty are made. 
The latter indication under PCT Rule 4.9(b) must be made in a 
statement on the Request that any designation made under this 
paragraph is subject to confirmation (PCT Rule 4.9(c)) not later 
than the expiration of 15 months from the priority date by: 

(1) filing a written notice with the United States Receiving 
Office specifying the national and/or regional designations be- 
ing confirmed; 

(2) paying the designation fee for each designation being 
confirmed; and 

(3) paying the confirmation fee specified in § 1.445(a)(4). 
Unconfirmed designations will be considered withdrawn. If the 
amount submitted is not sufficient to cover the designation fee 
and the confirmation fee for each designation being confirmed, 
the Receiving Office will allocate the amount paid in accordance 
with any priority of designations specified by applicant. If 
applicant does not specify any priority of designations, the 
allocation of the amount paid will be made in accordance with 
PCT Rule 16bis.1(c). 


4. Section 1.434 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.434 The request. 


(a) The request shall be made on a standardized form (PCT 
Rules 3 and 4). Copies of printed Request forms are available 
from the Patent and Trademark Office. Letters requesting printed 
forms should be marked “Box PCT.” 


ee EEE 


5. Section 1.445 is amended by adding new paragraph (a)(4) to 
read as follows: 


§ 1.445 International application filing, processing and search 
fees. 


— 
(4) A confirmation fee (PCT Rule 96) equal to 50% of the sum of 
designation fees for the national and regional designations being 
confirmed (§ 1.432(c)). 


*e EE * 


6. Section 1.446 is amended by revising paragraph (d) and 
adding paragraph (e) to read as follows: 


§ 1.446 Refund of international application filing and pro- 
cessing fees. 


eee 4% 


(d) The international and search fees will be refunded if no 
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international filing date is accorded or if the application is 
withdrawn before transmittal of the record copy to the Interna- 
tional Bureau (PCT Rules 15.6 and 16.2). The search fee will be 
refunded if the application is withdrawn before transmittal of the 
search copy to ihe International Searching Authority. The trans- 
mittal fee will not be refunded. 

(e) The handling fee (§ 1.482(b)) will be refunded (PCT Rule 
57.6) only if: 

(1) the Demand is withdrawn before the Demand has been sent 
by the International Preliminary Examining Authority to the 
International Bureau, or 

(2) the Demand is considered not to have been submitted (PCT 
Rule 54.4(a)). 


7. Section 1.451 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.451 The priority claim and priority document in an 
international application. 


(a) The claim for priority must be made on the Request (PCT 
Rule 4.10) in a manner complying with Sections 110 and 115 of 
the Administrative Instructions. 


REESE 


8. Section 1.455 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.455 Representation in international applications. 


(a) Applicants of international applications may be repre- 
sented by attorneys or agents registered to practice before the 
Patent and Trademark Office or by an applicant appointed as a 
common representative (PCT Art. 49, Rules 4.8 and 90 and § 
10.10). If applicants have not appointed an attorney or agent or 
one of the applicants to represent them, and there is more than 
one applicant, the applicant first named in the request and who 
is entitled to file in the U.S. Receiving Office shall be considered 
to be the common representative of all the applicants. An attor- 
ney or agent having the right to practice before a national office 
with which an international application is filed and for which the 
United States is an International Searching Authority or Interna- 
tional Preliminary Examining Authority may be appointed to 
represent the applicants in the international application before 
that authority. An attorney or agent may appoint an associate 
attorney or agent who shall also then be of record (PCT Rule 
90.1(d)). The appointment of an attorney or agent, or of a 
common representative, revokes any earlier appointment unless 
otherwise indicated (PCT Rule 90.6(b) and (c)). 


9. Section 1.475 is revised to read as follows: 


§ 1.475 Unity of invention before the International Searching 
Authority, the International Preliminary Examining Au- 
thority and during the national stage. 


(a) An international and a national stage application shall 
relate to one invention only or to a group of inventions so linked 
as to form a single general inventive concept (“requirement of 
unity of invention”). Where a group of inventions is claimed in 
an application, the requirement of unity of invention shall be 
fulfilled only when there is a technical relationship among those 
inventions involving one or more of the same or corresponding 
special technical features. The expression “special technical 
features” shall mean those technical features that define a contri- 
bution which each of the claimed inventions, considered as a 
whole, makes over the prior art. 

(b) An international or a national stage application containing 
claims to different categories of invention will be considered to 
have unity of invention if the claims are drawn only to one of the 
following combinations of categories: 

(1) a product and a process specially adapted for the manufac- 
ture of said product; or 

(2) a product and a process of use of said product; or 

(3) a product, a process specially adapted for the manufacture 
of the said product, and a use of the said product; or 

(4) a process and an apparatus or means specifically designed 
for carrying out the said process or 
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(5) a product, a process specially adapted for the manufacture 
of the said product, and an apparatus or means specifically 
designed for carrying out the said process. 

(c) If an application contains claims to more or less than one 
of the combinations of categories of invention set forth in 
paragraph (b) of this section, unity of invention might not be 
present. 

(d) If multiple products, processes of manufacture or uses are 
claimed, the first invention of the category first mentioned in the 
claims of the application and the first recited invention of each of 
the other categories relate thereto will be considered as the main 
invention in the claims, see PCT Article 17(3)(a) and § 1.476(c). 

(e) The determination whether a group of inventions is so 
linked as to form a single general inventive concept shall be 
made without regard to whether the inventions are claimed in 
separate claims or as alternatives within a single claim. 


10. Section 1.476 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.476 Determination of unity of invention before the Inter- 
national Searching Authority. 


(a) Before establishing the international search report, the 
International Searching Authority will determine whether the 
international application complies with the requirement of unity 
of invention as set forth in § 1.475. 


see * 


11. Section 1.480 is amended by revising paragraph (b) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.480 Demand for international preliminary examination. 


ee ee 


(b) The Demand shall be made on a standardized form. Copies 
of printed Demand forms are available from the Patent and 
Trademark Office. Letters requesting printed Demand forms 
should be marked “Box PCT”. 


ese ee 


12. Section 1.482 is amended by revising paragraphs (a)(2)(i) 
and (b) to read as follows: 


§ 1.482 International preliminary examination fees. 
( a) *** 


(2) An additional preliminary examination fee when required, 
per additional invention: 

(i) Where the International Searching Authority for the 

international application was the United States Patent and Trade- 


see * 


(b) The handling fee is due on filing the Demand. 


13. Section 1.484 is amended by revising paragraph (b) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.484 Conduct of international preliminary examination. 


see 


(b) International preliminary examination will begin promptly 
upon receipt of a Demand which requests examination based on 
the application as filed, or as amended by an amendment which 
has been received by the United States International Preliminary 
Examining Authority. Where a Demand requests examination 
based on a PCT Article 19 amendment which has not been 
received, examination may begin at 20 months without receipt of 
a PCT Article 19 amendment. Where a Demand requests exami- 
nation based on a PCT Article 34 amendment which has not been 
received, applicant will be notified and given a time period 
within which to submit the amendment. Examination will begin 
after the earliest of: 
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(1) receipt of the amendment; 

(2) receipt of applicant’s statement that no amendment will be 
made; or 

(3) expiration of the time period set in the notification. 

No international preliminary examination report will be estab- 
lished prior to issuance of an international search report. 


*e ee * 


14. Section 1.485 is revised to read a follows: 


§ 1.485 Amendments by applicant during international pre- 
liminary examination. 


(a) The applicant may make amendments at the time of filing 
of the Demand and within the time limit set by the International 
Preliminary Examining Authority for response to any notifica- 
tion under § 1.484(b) or to any written opinion. Any such 
amendments must: 

(1) Be made by submitting a replacement sheet for every sheet 
of the application which differs from the sheet it replaces unless 
an entire sheet is cancelled, and 

(2) Include a description of how the replacement sheet differs 
from the replaced sheet. 

(b) If an amendment cancels an entire sheet of the interna- 
tional application, that amendment shall be communicated in a 
letter. 


15. Section 1.487 is removed. 
§ 1.487 [Removed] 


16. Section 1.488 is amended by revising paragraph (a) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.488 Determination of unity of invention before the Inter- 
national Preliminary Examining Authority. 


(a) Before establishing any written opinion or the international 
preliminary examination report, the International Preliminary 
Examining Authority will determine whether the international 
application complies with the requirement of unity of invention 
as set forth in § 1.475. 


seek * 


17. Section 1.492 is amended by revising the introductory clause 
and paragraph (e) to read as follows: 


§ 1.492 National stage fees. 


The following fees and charges are established for interna- 
tional applications entering the national stage under 35 U.S.C. 
371: 


ese eKE 


(e) Surcharge for filing the oath or declaration later than 20 
months from the priority date pursuant to § 1.494(c) or later than 
30 months from the priority date pursuant to § 1.495(c): 


By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) 
By other than a small entity 


eee 


18. Section 1.494 amended by removing paragraph (h) and by 
revising paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d) and (g) to read as follows: 


§ 1.494 Entering the national stage in the United States of 
America as a Designated Office. 


(a) Where the United States of America has not been elected 
by the expiration of 19 months from the priority date (see § 
1.495), the applicant must fulfill the requirements of PCT Article 
22 and 35 U.S.C. 371 within the time periods set forth in 
paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section in order to prevent the 
abandonment of the international application as to the United 
States of America. International applications for which those 
requirements are timely fulfilled will enter the national stage and 
obtain an examination as to the patentability of the invention in 
the United States of America. 
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(b) To avoid abandonment of the application, the applicant 
shall furnish to the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
not later than the expiration of 20 months from the priority date: 

(1) a copy of the international application, unless it has been 
previously communicated by the International Bureau or unless 
it was originally filed in the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office; and 

(2) the basic national fee (see § 1.492(a)). 

The 20-month time limit may not be extended. 

(c) If applicant complies with paragraph (b) of this section 
before expiration of 20 months from the priority date but omits 
(1) a translation of the international application, as filed, into the 
English language, if it was originally filed in another language 
(35 U.S.C. 371(c)(2)) and/or (2) the oath or declaration of the 
inventor (35 U.S.C. 371(c)(4); see § 1.497), applicant will be so 
notified and given a period of time within which to file the 
translation and/or oath or declaration in order to prevent aban- 
donment of the application. The payment of the processing fee 
set forth in § 1.492(f) is required for acceptance of an English 
translation later than the expiration of 20 months after the 
priority date. The payment of the surcharge set forth in § 1.492(e) 
is required for acceptance of the oath or declaration of the 
inventor later than the expiration of 20 months after the priority 
date. A copy of the notification mailed to applicant should 
accompany any response thereto submitted to the Office. 

(d) A copy of any amendments to the claims made under PCT 
Article 19, and a translation of those amendments into English, 
if they were made in another language, must be furnished not 
later than the expiration of 20 months from the priority date. 
Amendments under PCT Article 19 which are not received by the 
expiration of 20 months from the priority date will be considered 
to be cancelled. The 20-month time limit may not be extend- 
ed. 


*e EEK 


(g) An international application becomes abandoned as to the 
United States 20 months from the priority date if the require- 
ments of paragraph (b) of this section have not been complied 
with within 20 months from the priority date where the United 
States has been designated but not elected by the expiration of 19 
months from the priority date. If the requirements of paragraph 
(b) of this section are complied with within 20 months from the 
priority date but any required translation of the international 
application as filed and/or the oath or declaration are not timely 
filed, an international application will become abandoned as to 
the United States upon expiration of the time period set pursuant 
to paragraph (c) of this section. 


19. Section 1.495 is amended by removing paragraph (i) and 
by revising paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d), (e) and (h) to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.495 Entering the national stage in the United States of 
America as an Elected Office. 


(a) Where the United States of America has been elected by the 
expiration of 19 months from the priority date, the applicant must 
fulfill the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 371 within the time periods 
set forth in paragraphs (b) and (c) of this section in order to 
prevent the abandonment of the international application as to 
the United States of America. International applications for 
which those requirements are timely fulfilled will enter the 
national stage and obtain an examination as to the patentability 
of the invention in the United States of America. 

(b) To avoid abandonment of the application the applicant 
shall furnish to the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
not later than the expiration of 30 months from the priority date: 

(1) a copy of the international application, unless it has been 
previously communicated by the International Bureau or unless 
it was Originally filed in the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office; and 

(2) the basic national fee (see § 1.492(a)). 

The 30-month time limit may not be extended. 

(c) If applicant complies with paragraph (b) of this section 
before expiration of 30 months from the priority date but omits: 

(1) a translation of the international application, as filed, into 
the English language, if it was originally filed language (35 
U.S.C. 371(c)(2)) and/or 
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(2) the oath in another or declaration of the inventor (35 U.S.C. 
371(c)(4); see § 1.497), applicant will be so notified and given a 
period of time within which to file the translation and/or oath or 
declaration in order to prevent abandonment of the application. 
The payment of the processing fee set forth in § 1.492(f) is 
required for acceptance of an English translation later than the 
expiration of 30 months after the priority date. The payment of 
the surcharge set forth in § 1.492(e) is required for acceptance of 
the oath or declaration of the inventor later than the expiration of 
30 months after the priority date. A copy of the notification 
mailed to applicant should accompany any response thereto 
submitted to the Office. 

(d) A copy of any amendments to the claims made under PCT 
Article 19, and a translation of those amendments into English, 
if they were made in another language, must be furnished not 
later than the expiration of 30 months from the priority date. 
Amendments under PCT Article 19 which are not received by the 
expiration of 30 months from the priority date will be considered 
to be cancelled. The 30-month time limit may not be extended. 

(e) A translation into English of any annexes to the interna- 
tional preliminary examination report, if the annexes were made 
in another language, must be furnished not later than the expira- 
tion of 30 months from the priority date. Translations of the 
annexes which are not received by the expiration of 30 months 
from the priority date may be submitted within any period set 
pursuant to paragraph (c) of this section accompanied by the 
processing fee set forth in § 1.492(f). Annexes for which trans- 
lations are not timely received will be considered cancelled. The 
30-month time limit may not be extended. 


eee 


(h) An international application becomes abandoned as to the 
United States 30 months from the priority date if the require- 
ments of paragraph (b) of this section have not been complied 
with within 30 months from the priority date and the United 
States has been elected by the expiration of 19 months from the 
priority date. If the requirements of paragraph (b) of this section 
are complied with within 30 months from the priority date but 
any required translation of the international application as filed 
and/or the oath or declaration are not timely filed, an interna- 
tional application will become abandoned as to the United States 
upon expiration of the time period set pursuant to paragraph (c) 
of this section. 


20. Section 1.499 is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.499 Unity of invention during the national stage. 


If the examiner finds that a national stage application lacks 
unity of invention under § 1.475, the examiner may in an Office 
action require the applicant in the response to that action to elect 
the invention to which the claims shall be restricted. Such 
requirement may be made before any action on the merits but 
may be made at any time before the final action at the discretion 
of the examiner. Review of any such requirement is provided 
under § § 1.143 and 1.144. 


21. Section 1.821 is amended by revising paragraph (h) to read 
as follows: 


§ 1.821 Nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosures in 
patent applications. 


ese e4% 


(h) If any of the requirements of paragraphs (b) through (f) of 
this section are not satisfied at the time of filing, in the United 
States Receiving Office, an international application under the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT), applicant has one month from 
the date of a notice which will be sent requiring compliance with 
the requirements, or such other time as may be set by the 
Commissioner, in which to comply. Any submission in response 
to a requirement under this paragraph must be accompanied by 
a statement that the submission does not include new matter or 
go beyond the disclosure in the international application as filed. 
Such a statement must be a verified statement if made by a person 
not registered to practice before the Office. If applicant fails to 
timely provide the required computer readable form, the United 
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States International Searching Authority shall search only to the 
extent that a meaningful search can be performed. 


*e ee * 


22. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 10 will continue to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 500; 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, 31, 32, 41. 


23. Section 10.9 is amended by adding new paragraph (c) to read 
as follows: 


§ 10.9 Limited recognition in patent cases. 


*e ee * 


(c) An individual not registered under § 10.6 may, if appointed 
by applicant to do so, prosecute an international application only 
before the U.S. International Searching Authority and the U.S. 
International Preliminary Examining Authority, provided: the 
individual has the right to practice before the national office with 
which the international application is filed (PCT Art. 49, Rule 90 
and § 1.455). 
Jan. 7, 1993 DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner 
of Patent and Trademarks 


[1147 OG 29} 


(95) Information Disclosure Statements In PCT 


National Stage Applications 


The purpose of this notice is to announce a change in practice 
with regard to the need for applicants in a national stage applica- 
tion to file an information disclosure statement with respect to 
documents cited in an international search report under certain 
circumstances. 

When an international application is filed under the Patent 
Cooperation Treaty (PCT), prior art documents may be cited by 
the examiner in the international search report and/or the inter- 
national preliminary examination report. When a national stage 
application is filed under 35 U.S.C. 371, or a national application 
is filed under 35 U.S.C. 111 claiming benefit of the filing date of 
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the international application, it is often desirable to have the 
examiner consider the documents cited in the international 
application when examining the national application. 

As aresult of an agreement among the European Patent Office 
(EPO), Japanese Patent Office (JPO) and the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office (USPTO), copies of documents cited in 
the international search report issued by any one of these Inter- 
national Searching Authority Offices generally are being sent to 
the other Offices when designated in the international applica- 
tion. Accordingly, in many national stage applications where the 
international search was conducted by the EPO, JPO, or USPTO, 
copies of the documents cited in the international search report 
are made available to the examiner in the national stage applica- 
tion. 

At this time, when all the requirements for a national stage 
application have been completed, applicant is notified (Form 
PCT/DO/EO/903) of the acceptance of the application under 35 
U.S.C. 371, including an itemized list of the items received. The 
itemized list includes an indication of whether a copy of the 
international search report and copies of the references cited 
therein are present in the national stage file. The examiner will 
consider the documents cited in the international search report, 
without any further action by applicant under 37 CFR 1.97 and 
1.98, when both the international search report and copies of the 
documents are indicated to be present in the national stage file. 
Otherwise, applicant must follow the procedures set forth in 37 
CFR 1.97 and 1.98 in order to ensure that the examiner considers 
the documents cited in the international search report. 

This notice applies only to documents cited in the interna- 
tional search report relative to a national stage application filed 
under 35 U.S.C. 371. It does not apply to documents cited in an 
international preliminary examination report that are not cited in 
the search report. It does not apply to applications filed under 35 
U.S.C. 111 claiming the benefit of an international applicatoin 
filing date. 

Practice relating to documents cited in a search report in an 
international application filed under the Patent Cooperation 
Treaty as set foth in § 609 of the Manual of Patent Examining 
Procedure will be modified in accordance with this notice. 


Oct. 27, 1993 
CHARLES E. VAN HORN 
Patent Policy and Projects Administrator 
Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents 


[1156 OG 91] 
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TRADEMARK APPLICATION 
EXAMINATION AND CONTENT 
(96) Interviews Involving Trademark Application 

Interviews frequently result in a better understanding of the 
issues involved, shorten the prosecution and facilitate disposal 
of applications. 

Interviews for discussion of registrability of the mark of a 
pending application will not be had before the first official Office 
action thereon and ordinarily not before filing the first response. 
Arrangements for an interview should be made in advance so 
that the Examiner may review the case and be familiar with the 
details involved. 

Interviews on Friday will no longer be prohibited as a matter 
of policy but all interviews should be set at a time satisfactory 
to all parties concerned. 

A memorandum summarizing the conclusions reached at the 
interview should be prepared by the Examiner and placed in 
the application file. The memorandum will be retained in the 
application file until the prosecution is completed. Such pro- 
cedure will not, however, relieve the applicant of the respon- 
sibility of complying with the requirements of Trademark Rule 
2.62. 


HORACE B. FAY, JR., 
Assistant Commissioner 
of Patents. 


July 6, 1964. 


This supersedes the notice of Feb. 10, 1958. (728 O.G. TM 
1) 


[804 O.G. TM 147] 


(97) Trademark Examining Procedure for Amended 
Applications; Reporting Oldest Dates of 
Amended Trademark Applications 


Effective immediately, the order in which amendments to 
trademark applications are examined is changed. Previously, 
Examiners have usually acted on amended cases in order of 
filing date of the application which the amendment concerned, 
i.e., amended cases with the oldest filing date were examined 
first. Under the new procedure, amended cases will normally 
be examined in the order in which the amendment or other 
response is received, i.e., amendments that are received first will 
normally be examined first. 

Effective with this issue of the Official Gazette (Trademark 
Section) in order to reflect more accurately the condition of 
division dockets, the column reporting the date of the oldest 
amended application in each division has been changed to 
indicate the date of receipt of the oldest filed amendment. Under 
this new method of reporting the oldest date of receipt of a filed 
amendment upon which no action has been taken by an Ex- 
aminer will be indicated for each division of the Trademark 
Examining Operation. 


RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 


July 15, 1971. Assistant Commissioner. 


[889 O.G. TM 6] 


(98) Trademark Office Actions 
Effective immediately Applicants or their attorneys will be 
provided with only one carbon copy of any office action, and 
the mailing of an additional carbon copy will be discontinued. 
This change is consistent with the current practice in the 
patent examining operations and should result in greater effi- 
ciency in the preparation and mailing of office actions. 


ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 
Commissioner of Patents. 


[895 0.G. TM 238] 


Feb. 7, 1972. 
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(99) Petition to Make Trademark 


Applications Special 


The practice of expediting the prosecution of new trademark 
applications on request of the applicant (accelerated prosecu- 
tion) was rescinded, effective Aug. 1, 1971 (36 F.R. 13231, July 
16, 1971; 825 O.G. 2). This action was taken after a careful study 
of the practice, including a recommendation of the Public 
Advisory Committee for Trademark Affairs that the Patent 
Office terminate accelerated prosecution of trademark applica- 
tions. The study considered both the effect of the procedure on 
the workload of the Trademark Operations and the broader 
interest of examining trademark applications in an order which 
is equitable to all applicants. 

Since the termination of this practice, the Office has expe- 
rienced some increase in the number of petitions requesting the 
Commissioner to invoke his supervisory authority pursuant to 
Rule 2.146 in order to advance the examination of applications 
out of their regular order. This was to be expected since ap- 
plicants who might have been able to show special circum- 
stances entitling them to advanced examination could previ- 
ously achieve this special treatment without resorting to a petition. 
However, some of the petitions now being received are not 
considered sufficient to justify the extraordinary relief of invok- 
ing the supervisory authority of the Commissioner for the purpose 
of advancing the applications out of their regular order. 

In particular, a number of such petitions have been based 
on the ground that the applicant is about to embark on an 
advertising campaign or to commit advertising or promotional 
expenditures in which the mark applied for is material. Such 
a ground is not considered to constitute appropriate circum- 
stances justifying the advancement of the application out of its 
regular turn and the petitions based on such ground have been 
and will continue to be denied. The principal reason for the denial 
is that these circumstances are applicable to a substantial portion 
of the trademark applications filed in the Patent Office. The 
supervisory authority of the Commissioner should be exercised 
only where an extraordinary reason for such action has been 
disclosed. See Anderson & Dyer v. Lewry, 89 O.G. 1861, 1899 
C.D. 230, and Wilputte v. Van Ackeren, 103 USPQ 235. Thus, 
the extraordinary remedy of invoking the supervisory authority 
of the Commissioner is not considered appropriate under these 
circumstances. 

In the interest of equitable treatment of all applicants, the 
policy of the Office in granting such petitions will be restricted 
to those cases in which particular and very special circumstances 
exist, such as a demonstrable possibility of loss of substantial 
rights, rather than circumstances which would be. equally ap- 
plicable to a large number of other applicants for trademark 
registration. 


ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 
Mar. 13, 1972. Commissioner of Patents. 


[897 0.G. TM 2] 


(100) Title 37—Patents, Trademarks, 


and Copyrights 
Chapter I—Patent Office, Department of Commerce 


Parts 2 and 6—Rules of Practice in Trademark Cases 
International Trademark Classification 


A proposal was published at 37 F.R. 6404 to revise § 6.1 
of the Rules of Practice in Trademark Cases. The Patent Office 
proposed to establish the “International Classification of Goods 
and Services to Which Trademarks Are Applied” (the subject 
of the “Nice Agreement Concerning the International Classi- 
fication of Goods and Services for the Purposes of the Regis- 
tration of Marks” of 1957, as revised at Stockholm on July 14, 
1967) as the primary classification of goods and services for 
registration of trademarks and service marks. Pursuant to the 
Notice, written comments have been received, and a public 
hearing was held on June 14, 1972. Full consideration has been 
given to all matter presented, and changes in the text of the 
original proposal have been made in view thereof. It has been 
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determined that adoption of the international classification system 
is desirable. 

The Patent Office has studied the international classification 
and, since Mar. 5, 1968, has indicated the appropriate interna- 
tional class in all publications and on all issued registrations and 
renewals as a subsidiary classification. Based on this experience 
and the comments received, it is now believed that adoption 
of the international schedule as the primary classification system 
is desirable. The international system is easier to administer 
because of fewer classes of goods and the availability of an 
alphabetical listing of goods and services. 

The Nice Agreement provides for an International Commit- 
tee of Experts whose objective is to keep the classification 
current. The classification of specific goods and services is set 
forth in the Alphabetical List entitled “International Classifica- 
tion of Goods and Services to Which Trademarks Are Applied” 
(published by the World Intellectual Property Organization). In 
addition, the International Trademark Classification List con- 
tains the names of the classes setting forth the basic contents 
of each class. The Alphabetical List also comprises explanatory 
notes which serve as guidelines for determining the appropriate 
international class for a specific product or service. 

The alphabetical listing within the International Trademark 
Classification Manual is currently used by the Office as a guideline 
for determining the degree of particularity of identification of 
goods. See “Identification of Goods and Services in Trademark 
Applications,” 36 F.R. 13232; July 16, 1971. 

Applications for registrations filed on or after Sept. 1, 1973, 
and registrations issuing thereon, will be classified according 
to the international classification set forth in the new § 6.1. 
Accordingly, the international classification is adopted under 
Section 30 of the Trademark Act of all purposes under the statute 
and rules; and, therefore, will be the criterion for determining, 
inter alia, fees. 

Applications for the registration of marks filed on or before 
Aug. 31, 1973, appeals or petitions to revive or oppositions filed 
in connection with said applications, and affidavits, renewals 
and petitions for cancellation filed in connection with registra- 
tions issuing thereon, will continue to be processed under the 
classification system existing at the time the mark was registered. 

All applications which are published and registrations which 
are issued will carry both the appropriate international classi- 
fication and existing U.S. classification number. 

An insufficient fee, in connection with an appeal or oppo- 
sition on any application or in connection with an affidavit or 
renewal filed in connection with any registration, will not render 
the same unacceptable, if the proper fee is submitted within a 
time limit set forth in a notification of the defect, providing the 
proper fee for at least one class has been originally submitted 
within the applicable time limit. This will be the case even if 
the full fee is not received within the sixth year in the case of 
an affidavit filed under Section 8 or before the end of the 
twentieth year, including the grace period, in the case of renewal 
applications, or within the six-month statutory response period 
in the case of an appeal, or within the thirty-day opposition 
period, or any extension thereof in the case of the filing of an 
Opposition. 

The existing classification system will continue to be used 
for searching registered and pending marks until all documents 
in the search file are organized on the basis of the international 
system of classification. Until this changeover is effected, the 
U.S. class designation will continue to be printed on all published 
applications and registrations issued under the existing or the 
international classification system to facilitate searching on the 
basis of the existing U.S. system of classification. 

Until all applications filed on or before Aug. 31, 1973, have 
been disposed of, the trademark sections of the Official Gazette, 
which are organized by class, will include two sections: one for 
applications published or registrations issued on the basis of 
applications filed on or before Aug. 31, 1973, organized by class 
according to the U.S. schedule of classes; the other section for 
applications published or registrations issued on the basis of 
applications filed on or after Sept. 1, 1973, organized by class 
according to the new international schedule. 

Certification marks and collective membership marks will 
continue to be classified as set forth in redesignated §§ 6.3 and 
6.4. 

Efforts will be made to have the International Trademark 
Classification List printed by the Government Printing Office 
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or otherwise assure the availability of the List from local sources. 
Notification will appear in the Official Gazette when the List 
is available from local sources of the Government Printing 
Office. 

The English edition of the “International Classification of 
Goods and Services to Which Trademarks Are Applied” can 
presently be ordered from: 


Sales Branch, The Patent Office, Block C 
Station Square House, St. Mary Cray 
Orpington, Kent, England 


Certain modifications and additions to the international trade- 
mark classification have been published as supplements and are 
also available from the British Office. In addition, and inasmuch 
as the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) has 
issued the List in several languages, it is anticipated that an 
English version will be published by that organization. 

We have been advised by the Patent Office of the United 
Kingdom that the only acceptable methods of payment for the 
International Trademark Classification List are by International 
Postal Money Order or by banker’s draft payable in sterling and 
drawn on a bank in the United Kingdom. 


*e #4 * 


ROBERT GOTTSCHALK, 

May 14, 1973. Commissioner of Patents. 

BETSY ANCKER-JOHNSON, 
Assistant Secretary for 

Science and Technology. 


Published in 38 F.R. 41681, June 4, 1973 
(911 O.G. TM 210] 


(Note: Rule 2.85 (Classification schedules) was revised and 
Rule 6.1 (International schedule of classes of goods and serv- 
ices) was established as of September 1, 1973 by this notice; 
prior U.S. schedule of classes was redesignated as Rule 6.2.) 


(101) Wording In Verification or Declaration of 


Trademark Application 


Applicants and attorneys are requested to use the following 
wording in the part of the verification or declaration of the 
trademark application which indicates the signer’s belief that 
the mark applied for does not resemble another person’s mark: 


—that no other person, firm, corporation, or association, 
to the best of his knowledge and belief, has the right 
to use such mark in commerce either in the identical 
form thereof or in such near resemblance thereto as to 
be likely, when applied to the goods of such other person, 
to cause confusion, or cause mistake, or to deceive: — 


The wording emphasized conforms to the language of both 
Sections 1(a)(1) and 2(d) of the Trademark Act of 1946. 

Some applicants and attorneys, instead of using the wording 
emphasized above, are still using the now obsolete wording “as 
might be calculated to deceive” which was promulgated in the 
forms under the Trademark Act of 1905 and inadvertently 
continued by the Act of 1946 up to October 1962 in Section 
1(a)(1) and in the forms connected with the Act. Section 1(a)(1) 
of the 1946 Act was amended by Act of October 9, 1962 (Public 
Law 772, 87th Congress, 76 Stat. 769) to conform it to the 
language of Section 2(d) of the 1946 Act, since the language 
of Section 2(d) reflects the thinking at the time the 1946 Act 
was written. The wording of the trademark forms for the 1946 
Act has also been amended appropriately. 

It is desirable that proper wording be used. However, since 
the differences in wording referred to above are considered to 
be differences of form rather than of substance. Examiners will 
not require new verifications or declarations. When the obsolete 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


wording is observed and a letter is to be written for other reasons, 
Examiners will at that time call attention to the fact that the 
wording is obsolete and should be modified in applications in 
the future. 


RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Mar. 25, 1974. 


[921 O.G. TM 186} 


(102) Standardized Disclaimers 

Beginning with the Nov. 9, 1982 issue of the Official Gazette, 
disclaimers in marks published for opposition and in those 
registered on the Supplemental Register will be printed in a 
standardized form, regardless of the text submitted. Certificates 
of registration for marks issued on the Supplemental Register 
will also contain the standardized disclaimer as of that date. 
Certificates of registration for marks issued on the Principal 
Register will contain the uniform statement beginning Feb. 1, 
1983. The disclaimed matter will be taken from the disclaimer 
of record and inserted into a standardized disclaimer for printing 
and data base purposes. The new disclaimer text will take the 
following form: 


No claim is made to the exclusive right to use 
apart from the mark as shown. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Aug. 30, 1982. 


[1022 TMOG 44] 


(103) Trademark “Revivals” and “Reinstatements”’ 


It would be of great assistance to the Office if the heading 
or caption of “Petitions to Revive” or “Requests for Reinstate- 
ment” of abandoned trademark applications carried the follow- 
ing identifying data: 


1. Address Paper to the Attention of: 
Office of Director, Trademark Examining Operation 
2. Serial Number 
3. Mark 
4. Applicant’s Name 
5. A title indicating the nature of the paper 


Use of this heading for “Petitions to Revive” or “Requests 
for Reinstatement” of abandoned trademark applications will 
help ensure that the papers are promptly routed to the proper 
Office, which will prevent needless delay in its consideration. 


MARK M. NEWMAN, 
Director, Trademark 
Examining Operation. 


[1046 TMOG 13] 


Aug. 13, 1984. 


(104) T-Search Printouts as Section 2(d) References 

As part of its ongoing automation program, the PTO is 
pleased to announce that on or about July 1, 1986, Trademark 
Examining Attorneys will use the automated Trademark search 
system (T-Search) exclusively for searching word marks. The 
Examining Attorneys will use computer printouts to advise 
applicants about Section 2(d) references. The printouts will 
include computer-generated facsimiles of the drawing where 
appropriate. The printouts will be used for word marks, whether 
the word is depicted in a typed drawing or in stylized form. 
Photocopies of certificates of registration will continue to be 
used for design marks. 
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The Patent and Trademark Office, in consultation with the 
Public Advisory Committee for Trademark Affairs, has estab- 
lished accuracy standards for the computerized data. Data el- 
ements which are not essential for examiner searching are being 
systematically checked and corrected. The following data el- 
ements which are essential for examiner searching purposes are 
essentially complete: 


MARK 

SERIAL NUMBER 
REGISTRATION NUMBER 
FILING DATE 
REGISTRATION DATE 
GOODS AND SERVICES 
INTERNATIONAL CLASS 
U.S. CLASS 


SNIANSYWN = 


Subject to the above caveat, the printouts will contain all the 
information that appears on the certificate of registration with 
one exception. If an application for registration was based on 
Section 44, 15 U.S.C. 1126, the printout will indicate that the 
registration or application was filed under the provisions of 
Section 44 (using the notation “SECT 44”). The printout will 
also show the priority date if the application was filed under 
the provisions of Section 44(d). However, it will not indicate 
the country or certificate number of the foreign registration on 
which the U.S. registration was based. 

The printouts will also contain additional registration infor- 
mation which was not provided under the non-automated sys- 
tem, as follows: 


A. Change in registration—This will indicate that a regis- 
tration was changed after registration, such as by an 
amendment of the mark or identification of goods/serv- 
ices. The current information will be displayed in the 
printout. 


. Affidavits—This indicates that a Section 8 affidavit of 
continued use was accepted, that a Section 15 affidavit 
of incontestability was acknowledged, or that a mark was 
republished under the provisions of Section 12(c). 


C. Renewals—Applicable renewal information, such as “1st 
Renewal” or “2nd Renewal” will be shown. 


D. Owner—lIn addition to listing the original registrant, the 
last known owner, as the change of ownership is ac- 
knowledged by the Office by virtue of examining an 
affidavit or renewal, will be included. 


The following provides an explanation of the terms/symbols 
used in the printout: 


1. Goods or services appearing in double parentheses “(( ))” 
were not included in a Section 15 affidavit. 

2. Goods or services appearing in brackets “[ ]” were deleted 
after registration by amendment, correction, restriction 
or at the time of renewal. 

3. Dates will appear as year, month and day. For example, 
June 20, 1983 will appear as 1983.06.20. 

4. Goods and services will be indicated with the international 
class (IC), the prior U.S. classification (US), the iden- 
tification, date of first use and date of first use in com- 
merce. 

5. Registrants (OWNER) will be listed showing the owner’s 
name, entity designation (e.g., individual, partnership, 
corporation), country of citizenship or state or country 
of incorporation, and address. 

6. Pseudo mark—This material is merely a search aid and 
has no bearing on the registration information. 

7. Design search code—This is also merely an aid for com- 
puterized searching of design marks, by which a number 
is assigned to describe a particular design element. It has 
no bearing on the registration information. 

8. Mark drawing code—This indicates the appearance of the 
mark, and again is not part of the registration data. There 
are six mark drawing codes. 

1—typed drawing 
2—design only 
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04) 


3—-words, letters and/or numbers and design 
4—words, letters and/or number in block form (block 


letters; not typed drawing) 


5—words, letters and/or numbers in a stylized form 


6—sound marks 


Document {1 of 1 fer €5 
WORD MARY. 
TRANELATION 


SOO0S AND SERVICES 


MARK DRAWING CODE 


SERIAL NUMBES 

FILING DATE 

CHANGE IN REGISTRATION 
REGISTRATION NUMSER 
REGISTRATION DATE 
OWNER NAME AND AODRESS 


SECTION 44 INDICATOR - 
FOREIGN PRIOR: TY DATES 
DISCLAIMES 


TYPE OF MARI 
RESISTER 


TMES 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE January 4, 1994 


An example of a computer printout and a facsimile of a 
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Assistant Commissioner 
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(105) Trademark Drawings 

Effective July 3, 1989, the requirement of Trademark Rule 
2.52(c) (37 CFR {g49 2.52(c)) that drawings in trademark 
applications be limited in size to 4 inches by 4 inches will be 
strictly enforced for the purpose of assigning a filing date, 
pursuant to Trademark Rule 2.21(a)(3) (37 CFR {g492.21(a)(3)). 
{This notice rescinds the prior notice concerning this issue in 
the Official Gazette of June 30, 1987, at 1079 TMOG 12.] 

The drawing size limitation is necessary to permit entry of 
the drawing in the automated trademark search system (T- 
Search) as soon as possible after receipt of the application by 
the Patent and Trademark Office (PTO). Oversized or poor 
quality drawings require additional processing before they can 
be digitized (copied) and entered in T-Search. If the PTO must 
reduce a drawing, not only is there often a loss of detail and 
overall drawing quality, but drawing reduction processing length- 
ens the time before the mark and information about the appli- 
cation are available to the public. Furthermore, an oversized 
drawing that is not reduced by the PTO cannot be scanned in 
its entirety for entry in T-Search, resulting in the possible loss 
of portions of the mark. 

Enforcement of the drawing size limitation rule as a require- 
ment for receipt of a filing date will permit the PTO to expedite 
application processing and permit the applicant to control the 
reduction process and, thus, control the quality of the represen- 
tation of the mark as it will appear in T-Search, in the Official 
Gazette, and on the registration certificate. 

The Trademark Law Revision Act of 1988 [Title 1 of Pub. 
L. 100-667, 102 Stat. 3935 (15 U.S.C. 1051)] will be imple- 
mented on Nov.16, 1989. Two important provisions of the new 
law are that (1) an application for registration of the Principal 
Register may be filed based upon a bona fide intention to use 
a mark in commerce (15 U.S.C. 1051(b), as amended), and (2) 
for all applications filed on or after Nov. 16, 1989, upon the 
registration of a mark on the Principal Register, the application 
filing date becomes a constructive date of first use of the mark 
(15 U.S.C. 1057(c), as amended). Therefore, expedited proc- 
essing to permit timely public notification of the filing of an 
application on the Principal Register will be particularly impor- 
tant. 


JEFFERY M. SAMUELS 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 


Apr. 3, 1989 


{1102 TMOG 6] 


(106) Trademark Drawing Requirements 


Trademark Rule 2.52, 37 C.F.R. §2.52 


For an application to satisfy the filing date requirement under 
Trademark Rule 2.21(a)(3), 37 C.F.R. §2.21(a)(3), it must in- 
clude a drawing of the mark substantially meeting all the require- 
ments of Trademark Rule 2.52, 37 C.F.R. §2.52. Because the 
granting of a filing date to an application potentially establishes 
a date of constructive use of the mark, timely public notification 
of the filing of applications is important. Marks must be accu- 
rately and expeditiously entered into the automated search sys- 
tem and filed in the Trademark Search Library. 

The purpose of this notice is to identify recurring problems 
which have resulted in the loss of filing dates for failure to 
comply with Rule 2.21(a)(3). 


Color in the Mark 


Rule 2.52(a) requires that every line and letter in a drawing, 
including color lining and lines used for shading, must be black. 
Color in a mark can be shown only by using the linings depicted 
in the color chart in Rule 2.52(e). This requirement is strictly 
enforced. The Office denies filing dates to applications where 
color appears on the drawing. 


Drawing Size 


The requirement of Rule 2.52(c) that the mark on a drawing be 
limited in size to 4 inches wide by 4 inches high continues to be 
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strictly enforced. In re Fuller-Jeffrey Broadcasting Corp. of 
Santa Rosa, 16 USPQ2d 1456 (Comm’r Pats. 1990). See Official 
Gazette Notice at 1102 TMOG 6. 


Two Drawings Submitted With One Application 


A single application may seek registration of only one mark. 
Therefore, as a matter of policy, the Office denies a filing date to 
any application which is accompanied by two drawing, each 
displaying a different mark. 


Heading 


Rule 2.52(d) requires that the drawing include a heading 
which lists the applicant’s name and address, the goods and 
services, the dates of first use of the mark for an application based 
on use in commerce under 15 U.S.C. §1051(a), and the priority 
filing date for an application based upon a foreign application 
under 15 U.S.C §1126(d). If the heading is ommitted in its 
entirety, a filing date is denied to the application. See In re 
Hackmack, 16 USPQ2d 1895 (Comm’r Pats. 1990). 


Two Page Drawings in Trademark Applications 


The Office denies a filing date to any application in which the 
mark does not appear on the first page of the drawing. 

Rule 2.52(d) requires that the drawing include a heading 
which lists, among other things, the goods and services for which 
registration is sought; and Rule 2.52(c) requires that there be a 
margin of at least one inch on the sides and bottom of the paper, 
and at least one inch between the mark and the heading. 

Implicit in Rule 2.52 is a requirement that the mark and 
heading appear on a single page, in all but the most exceptional 
circumstances. There is an administrative need for a filing 
system that utilizes single page drawings, to expedite filing of 
mark drawings in the Trademark Search Library and entry of 
accurate information into the automated database. More impor- 
tantly, there is a risk that the individual pages from multi-page 
drawings might become detached and separated in the Index of 
Pending Applications. 

Historically, the Office has permitted the filing of drawings in 
which the heading continues onto a second page only where the 
goods and services covered by the application are so numerous 
that they cannot be listed within the heading margins on a 
single page. Trademark Manual of Examining Procedure 
$807.02. 

Although the Office prefers that the identification of goods or 
services in such cases be abbreviated so that the entire drawing 
will fit onto one page, the Office will continue to accept drawings 
on which the list of goods or services continues onto a second 
page, in appropriate circumstances. 

If the goods and services are abbreviated in the drawing 
heading, as recommened here, this will in no way limit the goods 
and services covered by the application. For purposes of deter- 
mining the goods and services covered by an application, the 
written application is always controlling. See In re Tokiwa Mfg. 
Co. Ltd., 21 USPQ2d 1395 (Comm’r Pats. 1991). 

If an applicant deems it to be necessary, the heading of a 
drawing may be continued onto a second page. However, in all 
cases, the mark and a portion of the heading must appear on the 
first sheet. The Office denies a filing date to any application 
which fails to display the mark, in accordance with the size and 
margin requirements of Rule 2.52(c), on the first page of the 
drawing. This requirement is strictly enforced. 

May 8, 1992 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 

Assistant Commissioner 

for Trademarks 


[1139 TMOG 24] 


(107) Wavier of Trademark Rule 2.76(a) 
Trademark Rule 2.76(a) now provides that an intent-to-use 
application under Section 1(b) of the Trademark Act may be 
amended to allege use of the mark in commerce, under Section 
l(c) of the Act, at any time between the filing date of the 
application and either (1) the date the examining attorney ap- 
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proves the mark for publication or (2) the date of the expiration 
of the six-month period after issuance of a final refusal. Thus, if 
the examining attorney issues a final refusal and the applicant 
files an appeal to the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board six 
months thereafter, any amendment to allege use filed subse- 
quently is considered untimely. 

The Patent and Trademark Office has now had several years’ 
experience with intent-to-use applications and with the filing of 
amendments to allege use and has had an opportunity to observe 
the effect of this rule in connection with the appeal process. We 
have found that the strict time limit set by the rule has forced 
some applicants to pursue appeals that might otherwise have 
been dismissed as moot. Thus, a Section 1(b) intent-to-use 
applicant cannot under the present rule, obtain a remand of its 
application from the Board to the examining attorney to allow 
consideration of an amendment to the Supplememtal Register or 
a claim of acquired distinctiveness under Section 2(f). Even 
though such a remand is likely to lead to registration or to 
publication of the mark for oppostion the Board may not grant 
the request for remand unless the applicant filed an amendment 
to allege use before the expiration of the six-months response 
period after issuance of the final refusal. The Board is unable to 
grant remand, because use of the mark is a prerequisite to 
registration on the Supplemental Register and Rule 2.76(a) 
precludes the applicant from filing an amendment to allege use. 
The same result would follow where an intent-to-use applicant 
sought to assert acquired distinctiveness under Section 2(f). 
Because the Board has no discretion to remand applications in 
such situations, the rule has worked to delay or frustrate the 
registration process. 

Accordingly, application of Rule 2.76(a) is hereby waived, in 
pertinent part, to eliminate the time limit during which an amend- 
ment to allege use may be filed after the examining attorney’s 
final refusal to register. It should be noted that, although an 
amendment to allege use will now be considered timely even if 
filed during the pendency of an ex parte appeal, the Board retains 
jurisdiction over the application once an appeal is filed. The 
Board may, in its discretion, suspend action on the appeal and 
remand the application to the examining attorney for consider- 
ation of the amendment to the allege use; or it may continue 
action on the appeal, thus deferring examination of the amend- 
ment to allege use until after disposition of the appeal. 

The Patent and Trademark Office will, in due course, publish 
a notice of proposed rulemaking to amend Trademark Rule 
2.76(a). 
Oct. 6, 1993 ROBERT M. ANDERSON 
Acting Assistant Commissioner for 


Trademarks 


[1156 TMOG 12] 


(108) Appropriate Parties to Sign Request 


for Extension of Time to File Statement of Use 
s+ 
Filing of Petition Does Not Stay Period 
for Filing Further Extension Request or Statement of Use 


One of the most common reasons for the ITU/Divisional Unit 
to reject a request for an extension of time to file a Statement of 
Use, filed in connection with an application based upon a bona 
fide intention to use the mark in commerce under Section 1(b) of 
the Trademark Act, is because the request was signed by the 
attorney of record or other inappropriate party. 

Under Trademark Rule 2.89, 37 CFR 2.89, only the “appli- 
cant” may sign the extension request. Thus, the only persons who 
may sign extension requests, in cases where the applicant is a 
corporation, are corporate officers; in cases where the applicant 
is a partnership, are general partners; and in cases where the 
applicant is a sole proprietorship or individual filer, is the sole 
proprietor or individual applicant. An attorney will not be the 
proper party to sign an extension request unless he or she is also 
an officer, a general partner, a sole proprietor, or an individual, 
as discussed above. 

An extension request which is not signed by the appropriate 
party will be rejected. If no time remains in the six-month 
Statutory period to file an acceptable extension request, the 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


application will be declared abandoned, unless a timely-filed 
petition to the Commissioner is granted. Under Trademark Rule 
2.89(g), 37 CFR 2.89(g), a petition to the Commissioner, to 
review the action of the ITU/Divisional Unit rejecting an extention 
request, must be filed within one month of the date of the mailing 
of the action rejecting the request. 

Further, Trademark Rule 2.89(g), 37 CFR 2.89(g), states that 
“[{flailure to notify the applicant of the grant or denial of the 
request prior to the expiration of the existing period or requested 
extension does not relieve the applicant of the responsibility of 
timely filing a statement of use...” This is also true in the case 
where the applicant has petitioned the Commissioner, under 
Trademark Rule 2.66, to revive an abandoned application or, 
under Trademark Rule 2.146, to review the action of the ITU/ 
Divisional Unit rejecting an extension request or Statement of 
Use. The petition does not stay the time for filing subsequent 
extension requests or a Statement of Use. In re Hoffmann- 
LaRoche, Inc. ___ USPQ 2d ____ (Comm ’r Pats. 1992) 

Therefore, it is important to note that, once a petition has been 
filed, the applicant must continue to file acceptable extension 
requests, or a Statement of Use, if appropriate, before the expi- 
ration of each successive extension period. If the petition is 
denied, the fees for these documents, paid during the pendency 
of the petition, will be refunded. 
April 13, 1992 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 

Assistant Commissioner 

for Trademarks 


[1138 OG 22] 


(109) Questions and Answers 


I. New Trademark Application Filing Requirements 


The Trademark Law Revision Act of 1988, which was 
implemented on Nov. 16, 1989, contains the most significant 
amendments to the Lanham Act since its enactment in 1947. 
The Patent and Trademark Office has significantly revised the 
Trademark Rules of Practice to reflect the changes in the law. 
Additionally, the PTO has issued a supplement to Revision 7 
of the Trademark Manual of Examining Procedure that reflects 
the changes in the law, rules, and Office policy and is available 
from the Government Printing Office. 

The PTO’s Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Trade- 
marks has prepared a series of “Questions and Answers” about 
Office practice under the new law and rules. This first in the 
series concerns the requirements for the initial filing of an 
application. Subsequent “Questions and Answers” will address 
various examination issues, the statement of use, requests for 
extension of time to file the statement of use, the amendment 
to allege use and notice of allowance. 


Q. What is an intent-to-use application? 


A. The Trademark Law Revision Act of 1988 became effective 
on Nov. 16, 1989. It amended the Trademark Act to add a new 
basis for filing an application for Federal trademark registration 
on the Principal Register. A party with a bona fide intention 
to use a specific mark in commerce in relation to specific goods 
or services may now file an application. However, before the 
mark will be registered, the applicant must use the mark in 
commerce in connection with the specified goods or services 
and submit specimens evidencing use and a verified allegation 
concerning that use. 

First, an intent-to-use application will be examined in relation 
to all substantive and procedural requirements, except use- 
related issues, and, if acceptable, published for opposition. If 
there is no opposition, or any opposition is resolved in the 
applicant’s favor, the applicant will receive a notice of allow- 
ance. 

The applicant must submit a statement of use within six 
months of that date, or request a six-month extension of time. 
The applicant may then request up to four additional six-month 
extensions of time in which to file the statement oi use. The 
grant of such extensions is predicated, in part, upon the appli- 
cant’s showing of “good cause” as to why the mark has not yet 
been used. Thus, an applicant may have up to 36 months from 
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the mailing of the notice of allowance within which to file a 
statement of use. (See Trademark Rules 2.88 and 2.89 concern- 
ing the requirements for a statement of use and extension requests. ) 
Upon filing, the statement of use will be examined and, if 
accepted, the mark will register. 


Q. How does an intent-to-use application differ from an appli- 
cation based upon use in commerce? 


A. The primary difference between the two types of applications 
is the basis for filing. Because of that difference, the filing 
requirements and processing of the two types of applications 
differ. 

A party may not file an application based upon use of a mark 
in commerce until after that use has occured. Instead of asserting 
a bona fide intent to use the mark in commerce, the use-based 
application must include allegations concerning dates of use and 
specimens evidencing use as a filing requirement. The use-based 
application will be examined and, if acceptable, published for 
opposition. If the mark is not opposed, or any opposition is 
resolved in the applicant’s favor, the mark will register. This 
procedure differs from the application procedure for an intent- 
to-use application, as noted above. 

However, in all other respects the legal reasons for refusing 
registration (such as descriptiveness, likelihood of confusion, 
etc.) and the procedural requirements (such as specificity of 
identifications of goods, signature by applicant, etc.) are exactly 
the same for the two types of applications. Additionally, upon 
registration, the filing date of any application on the Principal 
Register is a constructive date of first use of the mark. 


Q. What are the requirements for filing an intent-to-use appli- 
cation? 


A. A complete intent-to-use application consists of a written 
application, a drawing of the mark, and the required filing fee 
for each class of goods. The requirements for a written intent- 
to-use application are set forth in Trademark Rule 2.33. The 
application must be made to the Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks, must include a request for registration, and must 
be signed and verified (sworn to) by the applicant. 

The application must specify: the name and address of the 
applicant; information about the applicant’s legal entity; a claim 
that the applicant has a bona fide intention to use the mark in 
commerce; the particular goods or services on or in connection 
with which the applicant has a bona fide intention to use the 
mark; the class of goods or services according to the official 
classification, if known to the applicant; and the intended mode, 
manner or method of applying, affixing or otherwise using the 
mark on or in connection with the goods or services specified. 

The applicant must sign a verfication of the application which 
includes, in part, averments that the applicant is believed to be 
entitled to use the mark sought to be registered; that to the best 
of the declarant’s knowledge and belief no other entity has the 
right to use the mark in commerce, either in the identical form 
or in such near resemblance as to be likely, when applied to 
the goods or services of such other entity, to cause confusion, 
or to cause mistake, or to deceive; and that the facts set forth 
in the application are true. 

Please note that Rule 2.33 differs form section 1(b) of the 
Act because the rule requires the above verification to include 
a statement that “the applicant is the owner of the mark” rather 
than that “the applicant believes it is entitled to use the mark.” 
This specific requirement of the rule should be disregarded to 
the extent that it differs from the statute. The rule will be amended 
in due course. 


Q. What are the minimum requirements for receipt of a filing 
date for an intent-to-use application? 


A. Trademark Rule 2.21 sets forth the minimum requirements 
for receipt of a filing date for intent-to-use applications, as well 
as other types of applications. These minimum formal require- 
ments do not include all of the requirements which may ulti- 
mately be necessary to obtain registration, but merely those 
which must be satisified to receive a filing date. 

An intent-to-use application must include the following el- 
ements in order to receive a filing date: the name of the applicant, 
the name and address to which communications can be directed, 
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a drawing of the mark substantially meeting all of the require- 
ments of Trademark Rfile 2.52, an identification of goods or 
services, a claim of a bona fide intention to use the mark in 
commerce, a verification or declaration under Trademark Rule 
2.33(b) signed by the applicant, and the required filing fee for 
at least one class of goods or services. If an application lacks 
any one of these elements, it will be denied a filing date 
and all papers will be returned to the applicant as in- 
formal. 


Q. Is there any change in the requirements for applications 
based upon either use in commerce or Section 44 of the Trade- 
mark Act? 


A. Yes. Effective Nov. 16, 1989, an application must be signed 
in order to receive a filing date. Trademark Rule 2.21 has been 
amended to require that an application include a verification 
or declaration in accordance with Trademark Rule 2.33(b), 
signed by the applicant, to receive a filing date. This requirement 
applies to all applications filed after Nov. 16, 1989, regardless 
of the basis for filing. Unsigned applications will be returned 
to the applicant as informal. A verified assertion, signed by the 
applicant, of the basis for filing, is believed to be essential 
because of the importance of the filing date as a constructive 
date of first use of the mark for registration of the Principal 
Register. 

All other filing requirements for use-based applications re- 
main unchanged. 

Concerning Section 44 which permits, under certain circum- 
stances, the filing of an application in the United States based 
upon an application or registration in another country, there are 
two additional changes. Effective Nov. 16, 1989, an application 
filed under Section 44(d) or Section 44(e) of the Trademark Act 
must include an allegation that the applicant has a bona fide 
intention to use the mark in commerce. However, Section 44 
applicants will still be exempt from any use requirement as a 
condition to registration. In other words, Section 44 applicants 
are not required to file specimens evidencing use of the mark 
or an allegation of use in order to obtain registration. 

As a requirement for obtaining a filing date, an application 
filed pursuant to Section 44(d) must include in the heading of 
the drawing the date of the foreign filing which forms the basis 
of its priority claim. 


Q. Who can sign an application? 


A. There are two issues that may arise with respect to the 
signature on an application: (1) whether the signature is suf- 
ficient for receipt of a filing date, and (2) whether the signature 
is that of the applicant. 

The following persons can properly sign an application for 
an applicant: an individual applicant, a general partner of a 
partnership, or an officer of a corporation or association. 

If an application is signed by an improper party, but the 
improper party had “color of authority” to act for applicant, the 
Office will require re-execution of the application, but will not 
invalidate the filing date. (See Trademark Rule 2.71(c) concern- 
ing “color of authority.”) The Examining Attorney will deter- 
mine whether the signatory had color of authority to sign the 
application for the applicant. A person has such color of au- 
thority if he or she has firsthand knowledge of the relevant facts 
and implied or actual authority to act on behalf of the applicant. 
A general manager may qualify under this standard. The 
applicant’s attorney will not ordinarily be regarded as possess- 
ing color of authority to sign on behalf of a client. Attorneys, 
who are not employees of a corporate applicant, do not usually 
have firsthand knowledge of a client’s business or the authority 
to act on behalf of a client, other than as legal representa- 
tive. 

If the signature is acceptable for the purpose of receiving a 
filing date (i.e., if the signatory had color of authority), but is 
not the signature of the applicant, a substitute verification by 
the applicant of the facts in the application will be required. If 
the person who signed did not have even color of authority, the 
Examining Attorney will refuse registration because the appli- 
cant did not meet the minimum requirements of Rule 2.21 for 
receipt of a filing date. An application signed by a party without 
color of authority is void ab initio and cannot be corrected by 
submission of a substitute declaration. 
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Q. Are “fax” copies of signatures acceptable? 


A. The Trademark Operation does not have the equipment to 
accept documents transmitted by “fax” for purposes of receiving 
a filing date. However, the signature on a properly filed appli- 
cation may be a photocopy or “fax” copy of the original sig- 
nature. The subsequent submission of the original document will 
be required by the Examining Attorney. 


Q. What is the significance of the filing date? 


A. Section 7 of the Trademark Act has been amended to provide 
that the filing date of an application of the Principal Register 
is a constructive date of first use of the mark in commerce, 
provided the application matures into a registration. Thus, filing 
affords the applicant nationwide priority over others, with the 
exception of parties who had used the mark before the appli- 
cant’s filing date, parties who had filed before the applicant, 
or parties who are entitled to an earlier priority filing date based 
upon the filing of a foreign application under Section 44(d) of 
the Trademark Act. 


Q. Can an application be based upon both use and intent-to- 
use? 


A. No. Section 1(a) of the Trademark provides for the filing 
of applications based upon actual use in commerce, while Section 
1(b) provides for the filing of applications based upon intent- 
to-use. Trademark Rule 2.33(d) states that an applicant may not 
file under both Sections 1(a) and 1(b) of the Act in a single 
application, nor may an applicant in an application under Section 
l(a) of the Act amend to seek registration under Section 1(b). 
Any application filed under both Sections 1(a) and 1(b) of the 
Trademark Act will be denied a filing date and returned to the 
applicant. 


Q. Can an applicant assert both a Section 44 claim and an intent- 
to-use or use claim in the same application? 


A. Yes. Section 44(d) provides for applications based upon an 
application for registration filed in an applicant’s country of 
origin, and section 44(e) provides for applications based upon 
a registration in applicant’s country of origin. An application 
may be based upon both a foreign application or registration 
under Section 44 and either use in commerce under Section 1(a) 
or intent-to-use under Section 1(b). 


Q. Since a Section 44 application contains a statement of a bona 
fide intent to use the mark in commerce, isn’t this also an intent- 
to-use application? 


A. No. The statement of a bona fide intent to use a mark is one 
of the statutory requirements for a Section 44 filing and the PTO 
will not consider the mere inclusion of such a statement to 
constitute the assertion of a basis for filing under Section 1(b) 
of the Act. In other words, once the requirements for Section 
44 are met and the application successfully completes the 
opposition period, the mark will register (rather than a notice 
of allowance issuing in the application). 

A Section 44 applicant may also assert an intent-to-use basis 
by explicitly stating, after its statement of a bona fide intent to 
use the mark in commerce, that it is also asserting a Section 
1(b) basis for filing. 


Q. Can an intent-to-use application be filed on the Supplemental 
Register? 


A. No. An intent-to-use application initially filed on the Supple- 
mental Register will be denied a filing date and returned to the 
applicant. No amendment of an intent-to-use application to the 
Supplemental Register will be accepted until after use has 
commenced and after the filing and acceptance of an amendment 
to allege use or a statement of use. In such a case, ‘he effective 
filing date of the application will be changed to the date on which 
the applicant filed the amendment to allege use under Section 
1(c) of the Trademark Act or the statement of use under Section 
1(d) of the Act. 
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Q. Must an intent-to-use applicant begin using the mark before 
a registration will issue? 


A. Yes. An intent-to-use application may not mature into a 
registration until use of the mark has begun. After use begins, 
the applicant must verify such use in either (1) an amendment 
to allege use or (2) a statement of use. In addition, applicant 
must submit specimens evidencing use and a fee of $100 per 
class of goods or services in the application. 


Q. What is the difference between an amendment to allege use 
and a statement of use? 


A. The primary difference between the amendment to allege 
use and the statement of use is the time of filing. The amendment 
to allege use may be filed during initial examination of the 
application, i.e., after the filing date of the application and before 
the date on which the Examining Attorney approves the mark 
for publication. If the amendment to allege use is accepted, the 
application will then be processed for publication and issuance 
in the same manner as a use-based application. 

If no amendment to allege use is filed before the Examining 
Attorney approves the mark for publication, the mark will be 
published for opposition. After the successful completion of the 
opposition period, the PTO will issue a notice of allowance. The 
applicant will then have six months from the date of the notice 
of allowance in which it must file a statement of use, or file 
a written request for an extension of time in which to file the 
statement of use. Successive extensions of time, aggregating no 
more than 36 months from the notice of allowance, may be 
obtained pursuant to Trademark Rule 2.89. 


JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 


Nov. 27, 1989 


{1110 TMOG 622} 


(110) Receipt of a Filing Date Under Section 44 
of the Trademark Act - 
Claim of a Bona Fide Intention 


to Use the Mark in Commerce Required 


For purposes of receiving a filing date, applications filed in the 
United States based on prior registrations in an applicant’s 
country of origin under Section 44(e) of the Trademark Act, 15 
U.S.C. §1126(e), and applications claiming the benefit of 
priority filing date in the United States based on prior application 
in a Paris Convention country under Section 44(d) of the Act, 15 
U.S.C. §1126(d), must include a statement “that the applicant has 
a bona fide intention to use the mark in commerce.” 15 U.S.C. 
1126(d) and (e); Trademark Rules 2.21(a) (5) (ii) and (iii); 37 
C.F.R. §2.21(a) (5) (ii) and (iii). 

The claim of a bona fide intention to use the mark in commerce 
is expressly required by the statute and cannot be waived by the 
Commissioner for any reason. The claim is required in all 
applications filed under Section 44, even if the applicant has 
commenced use of the mark in commerce, and even if the 
applicant is also filing on the basis of use in commerce under 
Section 1(a) of the Act. 

Where a Section 44 applicant has used the mark in commerce, 
it may choose to submit for the record an additional statement 
regarding actual use. For example, an applicant could state that 
it “has a bona fide intention to use the mark in commerce, as 
evidenced by the fact that actual use in commerce with the 
United States has commenced.” In this way, the application will 
contain the statutorily required language of a “bona fide inten- 
tion to use the mark in commerce,” as well as the additional 
clarifying language that, in this particular instance, the mark is 
actually in use in commerce. 
Jan. 8, 1992 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 

Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademark 


[1135 TMOG 44] 
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(111) Reminders Concerning the Revised Rules 


of Practice in Trademark Cases 


The Office offers the following reminders concerning certain 
requirements under the revised Rules of Practice in Trademark 
Cases to ensure proper and efficient processing of trademark 
papers. 


1. Statement of A Bona Fide Intention to Use in Commerce 


The Office has received a number of applications filed based 
on Trademark Act Section 44 which contain no claim of bona 
fide intention to use the mark in commerce. Sections 44(d)(2) 
and 44(e), and revised Trademark Rule 2.21 state the require- 
ments for filing a trademark application based on a foreign 
application or registration. These sections require, among other 
things, that all applications filed pursuant to Section 44 state 
a bona fide intention to use the mark in commerce. Therefore 
if the application is filed based only on Section 44, and applicant 
has not recited a claira of bona fide intention to use the mark 
in commerce, the application will not be accorded a filing date 
and will be returned to the applicant. 

This statement must include the words “in commerce.” The 
statement should be set forth in its entirety prominently in the 
opening statement of the application to ensure that the appli- 
cation is accorded a filing date. The applicant may repeat the 
statement in the application declaration, if desired. 


2. Assertion of Two Bases 


If the applicant wishes to file based on both a bona fide 
intention to use the mark in commerce under Trademark Act 
Section 1(b) and a foreign application or registration under 
Trademark Act Section 44, the applicant must clearly indicate 
its intention to do so. In a Section 44 filing the Office will not 
presume Trademark Act Section !(b) as an additional basis for 
filing by the mere statement of a bona fide intention to use the 
mark in commerce. If the applicant wishes to claim an additional 
basis under Section 1(b) of the Act it should indicate its in- 
tention with a separate statement claiming a basis under Section 
1(b). 


3. Filing Papers Before Notification of Serial Number 


The Office recommends that applicants wait until they have 
received the filing fee receipt before filing any papers related 
to a trademark application. The filing fee receipt includes the 
assigned application serial number. The applicant should refer 
to the serial number in filing any paper to ensure that the paper 
is associated with the correct application file. For example, if 
applicant has filed a photocopy of its application in order to 
receive a filing date and follows up the photocopy with an 
original document, the applicant should wait for the filing fee 
receipt in order to have a serial number with which to reference 
the second document. Without the reference number, the papers 
may be returned to the applicant or the papers may be identified 
as a new filing, and accorded a new serial number. 

In the same manner, it is preferable that amendments to allege 
use under Trademark Act Section 1(c) should not be filed until 
a filing fee receipt has issued and applicant can reference the 
serial number of the appropriate application when it submits its 
amendment to allege use. 

The filing of an amendment to allege use has important 
ramifications in the publication of the mark and production of 
the Official Gazette. Therefore it is especially important that the 
Office be able to identify and process those papers promptly. 

If the applicant files an amendment to allege use along with 
other amendments, it would be helpful if the applicant provides 
some indication that the filing is both an amendment to allege 
use and other amendments. 


4. Section 8 Affidavit Requirements 


Trademark Act Section 8, as amended, and revised Trademark 
Rule 2.162 requires, among other things, that registrants set forth 
the “goods or services recited in the registration on or in con- 
nection with which the mark is in use in commerce.” The goods 
and services must also be set forth in any affidavit asserting 
excusable nonuse. Formerly, applicants were not required to set 
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(111) 
forth the specific goods and services. Applicant may meet the 
requirement to specify the goods or services either by listing 
the goods or services or by incorporating the goods and services 
by reference, e.g., “The registered mark is in use in commerce 
with all the goods and services listed in the registration.” The 
list of goods and services or applicant’s incorporation of the 
goods and services by reference should appear somewhere in 
the body of the affidavit. 

Applicants should also take note of the revised requirement 
for a specimen or facsimile for each class of goods or services 
in the registration. The specimen or facsimile for each class must 
be filed prior to the end of the sixth year. Failure to meet these 
revised requirements may result in cancellation of all or part 
of a registration. 


5. Filing of Miscellaneous Papers 


Every paper filed with the Office which relates to an appli- 
cation or registration should include the serial number of the 
application or the registration number of the registration. The 
best practice would be to have the application number or reg- 
istration number appear on every single sheet of paper which 
an applicant or registrant files with the Office, including any 
substitute specimens which applicant may file. Those papers 
filed with the Office which do not have the application serial 
number or the registration number reference on them must be 
identified by Office personnel using alternative means such as 
looking up the mark or owner in the automated search system. 
However, if papers become detached, the information which the 
Office needs to join a particular piece of correspondence to the 
correct file may not be available. 


6. Time for Filing Corrections to Amendments to Allege 
Use 


Applicants should note that Rule 2.76(a) provides that filing 
an amendment to allege use of a mark in commerce under section 
i(c) is only permitted between the time of filing the application 
and the time the examiner approves the mark for publication. 
If applicant’ s amendment to allege use fails to meet the minumum 
requirements for an amendment to allege use as set out in Rule 
2.76(e)(3), applicant must correct those defects prior to approval 
of the mark for publication or the application will be published 
without any consideration of the amendment to allege use. If 
the file is approved for publication before applicant can correct 
its amendment to allege use, applicant will be required to wait 
until a notice of allowance issues before it can file its affidavit 
of use. In these circumstances the fee applicant submitted for 
its original amendment to allege use will not be refunded or 
applied to the later filed statement of use. 

Apr. 12, 1990 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 


{1114 TMOG 31] 


(112) Notice of Trademark Application Fee Increase 

Public Law 103-179, which was enacted on December 3, 
1993, increases the fee for filing a trademark application from 
$210 per class to $245 per class. No other patent or trademark 
fee is affected by this law. A notice of proposed rulemaing 
announcing the Patent and Trademark Office's intention to raise 
the trademark application filing fee to $245 per class was pub- 
lished in the Federal Register on July 21, 1993 at FR 39102, and 
in the Official Gazette of the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office on July 27, 1993 at 1152 OG 91. 

Any trademark application submitted on or after December 3, 
1993 is subject to the new fee amount. Any trademark appllication 
received with an authorization to charge a deposit account for the 
amount of deficient fees will be charged the amount due under 
the new fee schedule. 

There will be a grace period of 60 days, beginning Decemeber 
3, 1993, and ending January 31, 1994. During the grace period, 
any party who submits a trademark application, which is other- 
wise sufficient, with a fee of at least $210, but less than $245, will 
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be notified of the fee deficiency and permitted to supplement it 
within a 30-day period set by the notice of the insufficient fee. If 
the applicant submits the amount by which the fee is deficient 
within the 30-day period, the application will retain its original 
filing date. If the amount by which the fee is deficient is not 
submitted within the 30 days, the application papers and fee will 
be returned to the applicant. Any trademark application submit- 
ted after January 31, 1994 with a deficient fee payment will be 
returnedc to the applicant. 

A notice has been submitted to the Office of the Federal 
Register for publicaiton. For further information, please contact 
Robert Kopson by telephone at (703) 305-8510 or by mail 
marked to his attention and addressed to the Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231 
Dec. 8, 1993 BRUCE A. LEHMAN 

Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 


,1157 TMOG 52] 
TRADEMARK POST REGISTRATION 
Trademark Rule 2.165 Requirement 


Where A Section 8 Affidavit Or 
Declaration Is Held Insufficient 


(113) 


Several recent Petitions to the Commissioner have indicated 
a failure on the part of registrants and their attorneys to follow 
the requirements of Trademark Rule 2.165. Therefore, review- 
ing certain basic elements of this rule is considered timely so 
as to alert registrants and attorneys to technical errors which 
might lead to the cancellation of a valuable trademark regis- 
tration. 

Part (a) of Rule 2.165 indicates that the examiner will notify 
the registrant when an affidavit or declaration of use under 
Section 8 of the Statute is insufficient and the reasons therefor. 
When the registrant wishes the examiner to reconsider the 
affidavit or declaration, or when the registrant has taken addi- 
tional steps to rectify the deficiencies and desires to have the 
examiner reconsider the affidavit or declaration in light of those 
steps, the request for reconsideration must be submitted within 
6 months of the date of mailing of the notice of insufficiency. 

Note, however, that a supplemental or substitute affidavit or 
declaration required by Section 8 cannot be considered unless 
it is received before the expiration of the six year anniversary 
of the registration. Consequently, registrants should file their 
affidavits as early as possible during the sixth year following 
registration. 

There are situations where correcting the deficiency in the 
affidavit or declaration requires recording an assignment with 
the Assignment Division of this Office. If the recording cannot 
be completed within 6 months, the registrant must at least 
respond to the examiner’s notice of insufficiency within that 
period. The response must indicate the steps being taken to 
correct the deficiency. The examiner can then allow the reg- 
istrant additional time or suspend action depending on the 
circumstances. Registrants must always observe the “six month 
response” period whenever responding to the examiner from 
an adverse action. 

Part (b) of Rule 2.165 permits a registrant to request the 
Commissioner to review the action of the examiner when he 
is dissatisfied with that action. Review by the Commissioner 
should be sought only where it is believed that the examiner 
has erred in his action. In other words, the Commissioner’s role 
is to review the correctness of the examiner’s action and not 
to serve as an alter ego of the examiner before whom the 
registrant may seek to correct deficiencies. 

When review by the Commissioner has been sought, the 
decision on that request constitutes the final action of the Patent 
and Trademark Office. If no review by the Commissioner is 
sought and if no request for reconsideration of an examiner’s 
action is timely filed, the Commissioner will notify the registrant 
of the deficiency in the affidavit or declaration after the sixth 
year has expired. Such notice is never mailed prior to the 
expiration of the sixth year following registration nor until a 
reasonable time has elapsed following a six month period from 
the last action mailed by this Office. This notice constitutes the 
final action of the Patent and Trademark Office in those cases 
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where the Commissioner’s review has not been sought. Once 
this notice has been mailed, it is too late (under the Rules of 
Practice) to request the Commissioner to review the action of 
the examiner. Review would only be proper if an affiant could 
show circumstances sufficient to suspend the finality element 
of Rule 2.165(b) pursuant to Rule 2.148. 

Registrants will be held to strict compliance with Rule 2.165 
as it has been briefed above. Therefore, parties are urged to 
respond fully as soon as possible after an action is received from 
the examiner. 

BERNARD A. MEANY, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Dec. 12, 1977. 
[966 TMOG 80] 


(114) Late-Filed Renewal Fees 

Sections 9 and 31 of the Lanham Act (15 U.S.C. §§ 1095 
and 1113) require that an additional five dollar ($5.00) fee be 
submitted by a registrant who files a renewal application during 
the three-month period following expiration of its registration. 
The language of the statute requires that this additional fee be 
submitted within the three-month grace period. A number of 
registrants who have failed to submit the additional fee within 
the prescribed period have petitioned the Commissioner to allow 
their renewal applications. The Commissioner has granted 
petitions of this kind where the registrant or its attorney main- 
tained a Patent and Trademark Office deposit account which 
contained, on the date the renewal application was filed, suf- 
ficient funds to cover the additional fee. Specifically, the 
Commissioner has exercised discretion under Trademark Rules 
2.146(a)(3) and 2.147 to deem the authorizations to charge the 
deposit accounts to have taken place at the time the registrants 
filed their renewal applications, even though the authorizations 
were not confirmed until a later date. This Office policy was 
established by the Commissioner’s decision in Jn re Ralston 
Purina Co., 191 USPQ 154 (Comr. Pats. 1976). 

The policy established by the Ralston Purina decision is 
being changed. Henceforth, the Commissioner will no longer 
exercise discretion to charge deposit accounts nunc pro tunc 
for trademark renewal application fees. To allow an authoriza- 
tion to charge a deposit account to relate back to a date on which 
no actual authorization existed is, in effect, to allow late pay- 
ment. It is inequitable to permit those registrants who have 
deposit accounts (or those whose attorneys have such accounts) 
to make late payment of renewal fees, while those without 
deposit accounts may not. 

Petitions relying on Ralston Purina will, after the date of this 
notice, be denied, unless the events that gave rise to those 
petitions occurred before publication of this notice. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Feb. 20, 1981. 


[1004 0.G. 29} 


(115) Renewal! Applications and 


Section 8 Affidavits 


There has been a noticeable increase in the number of petitions 
requesting provisional acceptance of defectively executed Section 
8 Affidavits and Renewal Applications under 35 U.S.C. § 26, 
the most common problem being a lack of notarization or a Rule 
2.20 declaration. Often, such petitions are necessitated by the 
failure of registration owners to file the documents early enough 
to leave time in which to correct should they prove defective. 

Section 8 Affidavits may be filed beginning with the fifth 
anniversary of the registration. The period for filing expires on 
the sixth anniversary of the registration. The period for filing 
Renewal Applications begins six months before the twentieth 
anniversary of the registration and extends three months beyond 
the expiration of the twenty year term. While the Post Regis- 
tration Division may allow up to six months to respond to a 
notice of defect, it may not allow corrective action beyond the 
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period for filing established by the Trademark Acct. It is therefore 
in the registrant’s best interest to file such documents as close 
to the opening date as possible to allow time for correction, if 
necessary. Provisional acceptance under 35 U.S.C. § 26 has 
been, and will continue to be, given narrow application. Reg- 
istrants should not rely on 35 U.S.C. § 26 as a means of acquiring 
an extension of time. 

We have also become aware of many delays caused by 
defects in the chain of title. Registrants are encouraged to keep 
Patent and Trademark Office assignment records current with 
regard to ownership of registrations. 

The filing of Post Registration documents at the earliest date 
and maintenance of assignment records will help to avoid the 
cancellation or expiration of registrations of trademarks cur- 
rently in use, and will result in a savings of time and expense 
for both the registrant and the Patent and Trademark Office. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Apr. 19, 1983. 


[1030 TMOG 37] 


(116) Trademark Examining Operation 

Effective Dec. 1, 1983, all requests presented to the Patent 
and Trademark Office under the provisions of Section 7 of the 
trademark statute (15 U.S.C. 1057) will be 
considered by the Post Registration Section of the Trademark 
Examining Operation. 

Necessary telephone inquiries concerning procedure or sta- 
tus should be directed to 703-557-1986. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Dec. 2, 1983. 


[1038 TMOG 256] 


(117) Expedited Service for Certified Copies of 


Trademark Registrations 


On Oct. 4, 1986, expedited service for obtaining certified 
copies of trademark registrations will be available to the public. 
The cost of obtaining a certified copy showing title and/or status 
will be $10.00 plus $25.00 for the expedited service for a total 
of $35.00 per copy; a certified copy of the registered mark, not 
showing title or status, will be $5.00 plus $25.00 for expedited 
service for a total of $30.00. Requests received in the Post- 
Registration Section of the Trademark Services Division, Crys- 
tal Plz. 2-4C24, before 12:00 noon on U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office scheduled work days will be filled within three work days. 

Requests for expedited service which are hand carried to the 
Post-Registration Section located in Crystal Plz. 2-4C24 will be 
available for pickup at the same location after 12:00 noon three 
work days later. Requests for expedited service which are mailed 
to the Patent and Trademark Office will be processed and mailed 
back to the requester three work days after they are received 
in the Post-Registration Section from the U.S. Patent and Trade- 
mark Office mail room. All requests for expedited service will 
be machine stamped when received in the Post-Registration 
Section and machine stamped upon completion by the Post- 
Registration Section. 

Anyone requesting expedited service will be limited to five 
registration numbers per day. Limits on the number of regis- 
trations being certified are needed in order to ensure that service 
is not disrupted for routine requests for certified copies. The 
guarantee of service in three work days is based on the ability 
of the Post-Registration Section to process up to 1,000 expedited 
copies out of an average of 16,000 copies processed each year. 

Inquiries about the service should be addressed to: 


Patricia M. Davis 
Administrator for Trademark Operations 
Trademark Examining Operation 
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Crystal Piz. 2-3C06 
(703) 557-3268 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Aug. 19, 1986. 


[1070 TMOG 4] 


(118) Helpful Hints 

f Trademark Post Registration - Failure to Specify Type of 
Commerce in Section 8 Affidavits or Declarations — Section 
8(a) of the Trademark Act requires that before the end of 
the sixth year following registration, an affidavit must be 
filed showing that the “mark is in use in commerce.” [15 
U.S.C. 1058a]. 

The Trademark Rules require that all Section 8(a) affi- 
davits or declarations “state that the registered mark is in 
use in commerce and specify the nature of such commerce.” 
(37 C.F.R. Section 2.162(e)]. 

‘The affidavit or declaration must be filed between the fifth 
and sixth year following the date of registration and it must 
contain a statement that the “mark is in use in commerce,” 
with evidence thereof. There may be no extensions of time 
beyond the sixth year for submission of this statement and 
evidence of use of the mark in commerce. However, if the 
timely-filed affidavit or declaration does not set forth the 
type of commerce, the registrant will be given six months 
to submit that information even though the sixth year may 
have expired. The rules do not provide for any further 
extensions of time beyond the six months. (Carlisle Walters, 
703-557-3061) 


f Backlogs in Trademark Renewals and Section 8 Affidavits 
and Declarations — Registrants are advised that a backlog 
currently exists in the processing of Trademark Renewals 
and Section 8 affidavits and declarations. While the Patent 
and Trademark Office conducts a preliminary review of 
critical elements in order to notify registrants of statutory 
deficiencies prior to the expiration of the statutory period 
for the submission of required documents, the ultimate 
responsibility for complying with the requirements of the 
statute and the rules rests with the registrant. (Carlisle Walters, 
703-557-3061) 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


July 1, 1988 


[1092 TMOG 11] 


(119) 


Section 8 Requirements 
For Trademark Registrations 


Any registrant who files in the Patent and Trademark Office, 
on or after November 16, 1989, an affidavit or declaration under 
Section 8 of the Trademark Act will be required to comply with 
the requirements of the Trademark Law Revision Act of 1988 
[Title 1 of Pub. L. 100-667, 102 Stat. 3935 (15 U. S.C. 1051)], 
which takes effect on November 16, 1989. The Trademark Law 
Revision Act amends 15 U. S. C. 1058(a) by adding the require- 
ment that a registrant submit an affidavit “setting forth those 
goods or services recited in the registration on or in connection 
with which the mark is in use in commerce and attaching to 
the affidavit a specimen or facsimile showing current use of the 
mark...” 

For Section 8 affidavits or declarations filed on or after 
November 16, 1989, the Patent and Trademark Office will 
require registrants to specify the goods and services to which 
the Section 8 affidavit or declaration pertains. The registrant may 
comply with the requirement for specification of its goods and 
services by listing each of the goods and services to which the 
Section 8 affidavit or declaration pertains or by making an all- 
encompassing reference to the goods and services recited in the 
registration (e. g., “The mark is in use in connection with all 
the goods and services recited in the registration.” or The mark 
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is in use in connection with all the goods and services recited 
in the registration, with the exception of ...”. The Patent and 
Trademark Office prefers that the registrant use an all-encom- 
passing reference to its goods and services as the method of 
specification, especiallly where the mark is registered for nu- 
merous goods and services. 

If the registrant fails to file, before the end of the sixth year 
following registration, a Section 8 affidavit or declaration that 
sets forth goods and services in connection with which the mark 
is in use, the registration will be cancelled. Similarly, those goods 
or services recited in the registration but not specified in a 
Section 8 affidavit or declaration filed before the end of the sixth 
year following registration will be deleted from the registration. 
After the end of the sixth year following registration, the Patent 
and Trademark Office will not accept a substitute Section 8 
affidavit or declaration filed to correct registrant's failure to 
specify, or to specify completely, the goods and services on or 
in connection with which the mark is in use. 

A Section 8 affidavit or declaration filed on or after November 
16, 1989 must include a specimen or facsimile showing current 
use of the registered mark. The registrant will be required to 
file one specimen or facsimile for each class of goods or services 
to which the registration pertains. For a single-class registration 
covering multiple goods or services, only one specimen or 
facsimile showing current use of the mark on one of the goods 
or services in that class will be required. Similarly, for a mulitiple- 
class registration, the registrant will be required to file, for each 
class of goods or services covered by the multiple-class reg- 
istration, one specimen or facsimile showing current use of the 
mark on one of the goods or services in that class. 

If the registrant fails to file, before the end of the sixth year 
following registration, an affidavit or declaration that includes 
a proper specimen or facsimile for each class of goods or services 
to which the registration pertains, the registration will be can- 
celled as to that class of goods or services. After the end of the 
sixth year following registration, the Patent and Trademark 
Office will not accept a substitute Section 8 affidavit or dec- 
laration filed to correct the omission of a proper specimen or 
facsimile. 
June 15, 1989 Jeffery M. Samuels 
Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks 


[1104 TMOG 22] 
(120) 


Renewal of Trademark Registrations 
(Revised) 


This supersedes the notice that appeared in the Official Gazette 
on May 2, 1989; (1102 TMOG 5): 

The Trademark Law Revision Act of 1988 [Title 1 of Pub. 
L. 100-667, 102 Stat. 3935 (15 U.S.C. 1051)], which takes effect 
on November 16, 1989, amends 15 U.S.C. 1059(a) to reduce 
the renewal term of a registration from twenty years to ten years 
from the end of the expiring period of the registration. 

Any registration whose expiration date is prior to November 
16, 1989, shall be renewed, upon proper application, from the 
end of the expiring period for: 

(a) twenty years if the renewal is granted prior to 

November 16, 1989, or 
(b) ten years if the renewal is granted on or after November 
16, 1989, regardless of the renewal application filing date. 


Any registration whose expiration date is on or after Novem- 
ber 16, 1989, shall be renewed, upon proper application, for 
ten years from the end of the expiring period, regardless of the 
renewal application filing date. 

The present practice of notification of renewal will continue. 
However, the updated renewal certificate issued by the PTO will 
be modified to specifically indicate the length of the renewal 
period. The notice of renewal appearing in the Trademark 
Official Gazette will be modified to indicate the date of the 
acceptance of renewal. 
August 16, 1989 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 

Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


[1106 TMOG 25] 
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TRADEMARK INFORMATION AND 
CORRESPONDENCE 

(121) Powers of Attorney in Registered 
Trademark Files 


On and after Feb. 1, 1967, communications advising of 
changes in the powers of attorney for registered trademarks will 
be placed in the registration files, but will not be acknowledged 
by the Patent Office. The information will thus be available to 
those who inspect the files, but since these powers of attorney 
do not directly concern the Patent Office, acknowledgments are 
not believed to be necessary. 


C.M. WENDT, 


Jan. 30, 1967. Director. 


[835 TMOG 95} 


(122) PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE (PTO) 
INFORMATION CONTACTS 
DECEMBER 1993 


TABLE OF CONTENTS 


General 
Patents 
Trademarks 


Telephone Numbers Are Area Code 703 
Unless Otherwise Noted 


For information and assistance, you may call the following 
telephone numbers, Monday through Friday, 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. (EST/EDT) 


General Information 


PTO’s Automated INFOrmation Lines 557-INFO/4636 
Personal Help with Service Problems (Unsuccessfully 
Resolved through Normal Channels) 


PTO’s HELP Lines 

Public Service Branch 

Public Information Services Division 

Center for Patent and Trademark 
Information Services 


308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 


PTO Employee Telephone Numbers 


Employee Locator 308-4455 


Special Assistance to Hearing-Impaired Persons 


Telecommunication Device for the 


Deaf (TDD) 305-7785 


To submit suggestions for improving this publication, please 
write to: 


Public Information Services Division 
Crystal Plaza Building 2, Room 2C04 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Washington, DC 20231 


Address Boxes, PTO Special 


Special PTO mail department numbers should be used to 
allow forwarding of particular types of mail to the appropriate 
areas as quickly as possible. Such mail is forwarded directly to 
the appropriate area without being opened. Only the specified 
type of document should be placed in an envelope addressed to 
one of these special departments. If any documents other than the 
specified type identified for each department are addressed to 
that department, they will be significantly delayed in reaching 
the appropritate area for which they were intended. 
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The following special departments should be used only for their specified purpose. Address mail as follows: 


Box No./Name 


Box 3 
Box 4 


Box 5 
Box 6 
Box 7 


Box 8 


Box 9 
Box 10 


Box 11 
Box 12 
Box 13 
Box 14 
Box 15 
Box 16 
Box 17 
Box 171 
Box 313b 


Box AF 
Box Assignment 


Box DAC 


Box DD 


Box EEO 
Box FWC 


Box Interference 


Box Issue Fee 


Box ITU 
Box M Fee 


Box MPEP 

Box Non-Fee 
Amendment 

Box OED 

Box Patent Application 

Box Trademark 
Application 

Box Patent Ext. 

Box PCT 


Box Reconstruction 
Box Reexam 


Box Sequence 
Box SN 


151-842 TMOG-94-8 - QL3 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Specified Purpose 


Mail for the Office of Personnel from NFC. 

Mail for the Assistant Commissioner for External 
Affairs and the Office of Legislation and 
International Affairs. 

"No fee” mail related to trademarks. 

Mail for the Office of Procurement. 

Reissue applications for patents involved in 
litigation and subsequently filed related 


papers. 

All papers for the Office of the Solicitor, 
except communications relating to pending 
litigation. Papers relating to pending 
litigation must be mailed to: Office of the 
Solicitor, P.O. Box 15667, Arlington, Va. 22215. 

Coupon orders for U.S. patent and trademark 
copies. 

Orders for certified copies of PTO documents 
except trademark registrations and assignments. 

Electronic Ordering Service (EOS). 

Contributions to the Examiner Education Program. 

Mail for the Employee Relations and Labor Relations Divisions. 

Mail for the APS Contracts Office. 

Mail for the Advisory Commission on Patent Law Reform. 

Deposit Account Replenishment Checks. 

Invoices for the Office of Finance. 

Vacancy Announcement Applications. 

Petitions under 37 CFR 1.313(b) to withdraw a patent 
application from issue after payment of the issue fee and 
any papers associated with the petition, including papers 
necessary for filing a continuing application. 

Expedited procedure for processing amendments 
and other responses after final rejection. 

All assignment documents except those filed with 
new applications. 

Petitions decided by the Office of Petitions including 
petitions to revive and petitions to accept late payment 
of issue fees or maintenance fees. 

Disclosure Documents or materials related to the 
Disclosure Document Program 

Mail for the Office of Civil Rights. 

Requests for File Wrapper Continuation 
Applications (under 37 CFR 1.62). 

Communications relating to interferences and 
applications and patents involved in interference. 

All communications following the receipt of a 
PTOL-85, “Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due,” 
and prior to the issuance of a patent must be 
addressed to Box Issue Fee, unless advised to the 
contrary. Assignments are the exception. Assignments 
must be submitted in a separate envelope and addressed 
to Box Assignment, NOT Box Issue Fee. 

All intent-to-use documents except initial 
applications and amendments to allege use. 

Correspondence related to a patent that is 
subject to the payment of a maintenance fee. 

Submissions concerning the Manual of Patent Examining Procedures 

Non-fee amendments to patent applications. 

(Use Box AF for responses after final rejection.) 

Mail for the Office of Enrollment and Discipline. 

New patent applications and associated papers and fees. 

New trademark applications and associated papers and 
application fees. 

Applications for patent term extension. 

Mail related to applications filed under the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty. 

Correspondence pertaining to the reconstruction 
of lost patent files. 

Requests for Reexamination for original request papers only. 

Submission of diskette for biotechnology application. 

For fees and petitions under 37 CFR 1.182 to 
obtain dates received and/or serial numbers 
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for patent applications prior to the PTO’s standard 
notification (return postcard or the official 

"Filing Receipt”, “Notice to File Missing Parts”, or 
“Notice of Incomplete Application”). 


Assignment Search Information 


ERE eee ee Sa aaa Sane one EAE 308-2768 
MII ic ciaibiasiacosllessicsceicdasselicedidonstbinseiapcaleoebiniceeaaiees 308-9855 


Raa TROGOE ccccccececesneenscssesenerensvssstncsennenseniqeanees 308-9617 
Automated Search Systems Training for Public 
Public User Training Branch .................cccsceeseeeeees 308-3924 
Patent Search Room .- 308-0595 
Trademark Search Library ..........<....0..cccssevcsscessseees 308-9800 


Cashier’s Windows (Office of Finance) 


RNIN TRUNNION HOI aesisecincccevacsercenséucoerectesebiccesoonnve 308-0649 
Trademark Search Library ................:.csssssssesseseees 308-9810 


Certified Copies of Patent and Trademark 
Documents 


Civil Rights, Office Of ..........cseseresersssesererenseseresenees 305-8292 


Telecommunications Device for the 
II ios ocalls ak cotecicocnscarctaniinnactaoantasiole 305-8059 


Congressional Latent .....c.cccsccccsccssssccscrscsecveccecrecsees 305-9310 
Copier Machine Access System Cards 
Cashier’s Office (Patent Search Room)................. 308-0649 
Encoder’s Office (Patent Search Room) .... ..-- 308-0077 
Cashier’s Office (Trademark Search Library) ....... 308-9810 
Encoder’s Office (Trademark Search Library) ..... 308-9809 
Copies (See Patent or Trademark headings) 


Coupon Orders (Patent and 
A 308-0904 


Deposit Accounts 


Balance Inquiry (Requires Touch-Tone 
III a censsisinaneanettundvcncvasvencechelaestudiness 305-8735/8746 
RI SUNN csisnvrvcsacsesssencarcconeaenrmevnslieal 308-0902 
(FAX) 308-3491 


Remittances 308-0902 


Address Only Deposit Account Remittances to: 
Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 70541 
Chicago, Ill. 60673 
OR 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box 16 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Disabled, Requests for Reasonable 
ACCTING BOG ccccncneccesscssssnesereererescsecnsntsenece 305-8292 


OE FRI ccnccenneesssenttinnsenncesnnennienniesucnsiines 308-4455 
Employment (General Information) ......................-.. 305-8231 


Telecommunications Device for the 
AIT coisccuisceisichilensindtvancieninsninnabisclastctsiaaiaiiiniaes 305-8586 


Facsimile Access to Patents 


Organization Fax Number 
A/C for Information Systems ..............ccccsseeeeeeeees 305-9369 
I I iiss Govan cinecicruntanntabaneinnbones 305-8825 

A/C for Public Service and Administration ............. 305-9265 

Application Processing Division ................::ssee0+ 305-9863 

Assignment Services (Refund/Status Requests Only)308-7 124 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interference 

I SII osiscscnaceriecsssinsscesoesstoctentoonaboeninn 308-9759 
Classification Operations ..................:sccscesseeseseeeseeee 309-7769 
RN I scabs iansvenoceaiimacabuoniaaseatanan 308-3491 

Office of Patent Programs Control ... .. 305-8825 

COTICE GE PEGI IRS .ccccccesecceceseseseeres --- 305-8825 

Office of Services Program Control ........... .... 305-8002 

Office of Special Program Examination .... .. 305-6716 
Patent Examining Group 1100 305-3599 
Patent Examining Group 1200 305-4556 
Patent Examining Group 1300 .. 305-3601 

Patent Examining Group 1500 305-3596 
Patent Examining Group 1800 .... 305-3014 
Patent Examining Group 2100 305-3431 

Patent Examining Group 2200 ..-. 305-3603 

Patent Examining Group 2300 .....0..........cccceseseeees 305-9564 
Patent Examining Group 2400 ...............::csceseseeseeseee IOS-3588 
Patent Examining Group 2500.. .- 305-3594 
Patent Examining Group 2600 .. 305-9508 
Patent Examining Group 2900 .. 305-3603 
Patent Examining Group 3100 .. 305-7687 
Patent Examining Group 3200 305-3579 
Patent Examining Group 3300 ..-. 305-3590 
Patent Examining Group 3400 .. 305-3463 
Patent Examining Group 3500 .. 305-3597 
Patent Maintenance Division .... 308-7110 
Public Service Branch .... 305-7786 
Refunds ..-. 305-8007 
Scientific and Technical Information Center ........... 308-0989 
Search and Information Resources Administration . 557-0668 


Fees 
ESE Eee eae ee nee 308-HELP/4357 
IIE: ccrcepsssiece canciesnomentesiacectctiieteasenaeorelaiiantaiiole 308-0904 
(FAX) 308-3491 
III, PIRI ic csnesccsenevecensckeones 308-HELP/4357 
| eh ah IN SEE Ane eee aE A A 305-4229 
(FAX) 305-8007 
File Histories 


PIII FINI ic scirdanispvirennrtsnncininssiviniveenbanionaden 308-2733 
gE ee Ta 308-9726 


IS SII sistecencinincnnctiniseninnsininiinninetnisneniiii 308-2733 


Forms, Patent and Trademark ................0+ 308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 


Help with Service Problems (Unsuccessfully 
resolved through normal channels)............ 308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 
Information, General 


PTO’s Automated INFOrmation Lines ....... 557-INFO/4636 


Journal of the Patent and Trademark Office Society 
(JPTOS) 


Address questions and correspondence to: 
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JPTOS 
Box 2600 
Arlington, Va. 22202 


Library, PTC 
(See Scientific and Technical Information Center) 


Official Gazette (Government Printing Office) 


Distribution and/or Subscription 
Problems 


Official Gazette, Notices ...........0-s-ssseeeee 


(202) 512-2303 
ersesereeseeeseee 305-8594 


Patents Available for Licensing or Sale 308-0402 
Patent and Trademark Depository Library 
308-3924 


For a list of PTDLs and contact information, see 
Official Gazette issues (Notices section). 
Procurement 305-8014 
Telecommunications Device for the 

Deaf (TDD) 305-8018 
305-8341 


Telecommunications Device for the 
Deaf (TDD) 305-8240 


Public Affair ............cssssseessesessseessserereseesserereressseeereee 305-834 1 


Address mail to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box 4 
Washington, DC 20231 


Public Search Facilities 


Patents 308-0595 

(Hours: Weekdays, 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., EST/EDT) 
Patent Image Retrieval 

(Hours: Weekdays, 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., EST/EDT) 
Patent Assignments 

(Hours: Weekdays, 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., EST/EDT) 
Trademarks 

(Hours: Weekdays, 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., EST/EDT) 
Trademark Assignments 

(Hours: Weekdays, 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., EST/EDT) 


Public Service Branch, Public Information Services 
Division 


For help with service problems unsuccessfully 
resolved through normal channels 308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 


For general information on how to file for a patent 
or trademark: 


PTO’s Automated Information Lines . 557-INFO/4636 
Patents (Message 20) 
Trademarks (Message 40) 


Telecommunications Device for the Deaf 
305-7785 


Public Service Windows 


Patent Search Room 
Trademark Search Library 


308-1057 
308-9811 


Publications, General Information ...............557-INFO/4636 


Reasonable Accommodation for the 


Disabled, Requests for 305-8292 
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Scientific and Technical Information 
Center 308-0810 


Solicitor 305-9035 
Address all mail for the Office of the Solicitor, EXCEPT 
communications relating to PENDING LITIGATION, 
to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box 8 
Washington, DC 20231 


Address all mail relating to PENDING LITIGATION to: 


Office of the Solicitor 
P.O. Box 15667 
Arlington, Va. 22215 


Status, Patent and Trademark 
Patent Applications Appropriate Examining 
Group 

or 308-7004 


Trademark Applications 
Trademark Registered Files 


Telecommunications Devices for the Deaf 
(TDD) 


Office of Civil Rights 
Office of Personnel 
Office of Procurement 
Office of Public REcords 


«+. 305-8748 
305-8748 


305-8059 
.... 305-8586 

305-8018 

308-7172 

305-8059 
Public Service Branch 305-7785 
Training 


Employee/Career Development 
(Workforce Effectiveness Division) 

Public Users of Automated Systems 
(Public User Training Branch) 


Patents 


Advance Orders of Patent Soft Copies, 
PII sicicisavssicinnensnthsimnsntanenaciiaisidatiiniphiniiias SUT 


305-8431 
308-3924 


Amendments 


General Information 
Specific Pending Applications 


308-HELP/4357 
Appropriate Examining 
Group 


Address Amendments after Final Rejection to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box AF 
Washington, DC 20231 


Address Rule 312 Amendments to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box Issue Fee 

Washington, DC 20231 


Address Non-Fee Amendments (except after final 
rejection) to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 


Box Non-Fee Amendment 
Washington, DC 20231 


Applications 
Address new patent applications to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 


Box Patent Application 
Washington, DC 20231 
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Applications for Admission to the PTO Cc 
Registration Examination 308-9618 
Address Mail to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box OED 
Washington, DC 20231 


Examination Appropriate Examining 
Group 
General Information 308-HELP/4357 

Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) - General 
Information 305-3257 
Post-Examination ... 305-8283 
Pre-Examination 308-HELP/4357 
Re-Examination - General Information 308-HELP/4357 
Status Inquiry of Pending Applications ............. Appropriate 
Examining Group 
or 308-7004 

Statutory Invention Registration (SIRs) 

Group 220 308-0766 


Assignments 


Changes Affecting Title of Pending 

Applications and Patented Files ....................... 308-9723 
Information Concerning Pending Patent 

Assignments .................. 308-9723 
Recording Assignments 


Abandoned File Histories 
Local Access for Public Copying 308-2733 
PTO-provided copies --« 308-9726 
Abstracts of Title* 308-9726 
(FAX) 308-9759 
Advance Orders, Non-Receipt 
(Patent Copies) 305-8237 
Applications As Filed .--- 308-9726 
File Wrapper and Contents ..-. 308-9726 
Certified Copies of Patent Documents ................... 308-9726 
(FAX) 308-9759 
Certified Copies of Patent Assignment 
Documents* 308-9726 
(FAX) 308-9759 
Electronic Ordering Service (EOS) 
BNE <a: snceorsponsésncodeiavovoneagieiaiaanegebmibters 308-1076 
Patented File Histories 
Local Access for Public Copying 308-2733 
PTO-provided COpieS .............0cceeeeeeee .--. 308-9726 
U.S. Patents 305-4350 


*Address orders for certified copies of these 
products to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box 10 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Refund and Status Requests (Only) (FAX) 308-7124 Depository Libraries, Patent and 


Search Information 308-2768 


Attorneys, Conduct of 308-9618 


Trademark (PTDLs) 


Disclosure Document Program 
Before PTO 308-9617 Drawing Corrections 


Attorneys/Agents Registered to Practice 


Attorney’s Window Duty of Disclosure Matters . ...... erceccccsescccccccscsccsoscoes 305-9384 


(See Public Service Window) 


Electronic Information Products 


Cashier’s Window, Office of Finance ..................... 308-0649 
(Patent Search Room) 


amd Services, Offfice Off .....ccccccccscccccoccsscssescesessecseses SUG“ 322 


Examining Groups 


CASSIS/CD-ROM (Classification and Search Support 
Information System/Compact Disc - 
Read Only Memory) 


General Information 308-0322 
Problem Resolution for Commercial 

Subscribers ..... 308-0322 
I alt ticnnisisntibitgaedcacsalsdeetuigeasionlcon@alsien 308-0322 


CRORE PR CIIEOS  cccccccccsscsssssseccenscssssnsnsecscrevsensecsese 308-0322 
(Also see CASSIS/CD-ROM) 


Certificates of Correction 305-8408 
Certified Copies of Patent Documents 308-9726 
Change of Address 
Pending Patent Applications Appropriate 
Examining Group 
Issued Patents for Maintenance 


ae SEER Nee DRS Do: 308-9752 


Classification Definitions, Changes 
and Reclassification Orders (Sale of) 305-6101 


Classification of Published Patents 305-5951 
Complaints 
308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 


Examining Groups ....................-00+++ Appropriate Examining 
Group Director 


Chemical Examining Groups 


Group 1100 


(FAX) 305-3599 
Group 1200 


(FAX) 305-4556 
Group 1300 


(FAX) 305-3601 
Group 1500 

(FAX) 305-3596 
MID TI kisi sicsccinsttsptasiseniecccrecncreccessneneammiaasened 308-0196 

(FAX) 305-3014 


Electrical Examining Groups 

Group 2100 308-1782 
(FAX) 305-3431 

Group 2200 
(FAX) 305-3603 

Group 2300 
(FAX) 305-9564 
(FAX) 305-3588 
(FAX) 305-3594 
(FAX) 305-9508 
(FAX) 305-3603 


Mechanical Examining Groups 


Group 3100 308-1113 
(FAX) 305-7687 
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IO ci insccncsaconntessictensetsecomassennielagbectines 308-1148 
(FAX) 305-3579 

IN III ciicisnsasivineienenvenndeccesenioumnnmeteanell 308-0858 
(FAX) 305-3590 

308-0861 

(FAX) 305-3463 

i CE Mr ee ee HLS 308-2168 
(FAX) 305-3597 


ESE ee on ee oe rene 308-HELP/4357 
I aisecececasscececsnscomiisentesnscestaiaoseneneneen 308-0904 
(FAX) 308-3491 
General Information 308-HELP/4357 
NIN iia cists dissin chcsasectodsdedamiacmeeieedine eae 305-4229 
(FAX) 305-8007 


File Wrapper Continuation Applications .............. 308-1202 
Address mail to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box FWC 
Washington, DC 20231 


Files (File Information Unit) 


Abandoned File Histories .................ccccccccssssceseesees 308-2733 
Patented File Histories ..................ccccsccscsccossssssseeees 308-2733 
Pending Patent Applications ................::cseseeeeseeee 308-2733 


Filing Receipt Corrections .............scssersesssseseseeees 308-3610 
Foreign Patents 


as catecetesicadiesbonensh dnceeeusninetnsintisiamsibnieceaaslicetissaits 308-1076 
Reference Assistance 

(Hours: Weekdays, 8:30 a.m. to 

5:00 p.m., EST/EDT) ...- 308-1076 
5 | RE RR ee eters renee re eee ae 308-0881 


Forms 


I ccscshca rics-cin-cuStesvcacabageseabc Mehta paneonesanas 308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 
I a reise tiesiccscraronsaccisienincncsin oakacplomiesecesenecennaiatin 308-4129 


Inspection of Patent Files 308-2733 


NOE cncsitnicinnentnnintiiinnes sahdaaasianiiliiaahie 603-3361 
Address mail to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box Interference 
Washington, DC 20231 


Inventors 


Correction of Error in Joining Inventors 
Applications Appropriate 
Examiner 

or 305-9384 

PID cetoscin-crcnnsessssndiicecscterntonaceladses Appropriate Group Art 

Unit Supervisor 

Deceased, Filing Applications for ...................00+ 305-9384 


Issue Fee 
Address mail to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box Issue Fee 
Washington, DC 20231 


Balance of Issue Fee Transmittals ...............00-0000++ 305-8283 
Issue Fee Receipt, Incorrect 305-8283 
Issue Fee Receipt, Non-Receipt ... 305-8283 
Lapse Notices 305-8283 
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License (Request to file patent application 
abroad) 308-1722 
Maintenance Fees ..........sssssssssrssseressesesee - 308-9752 


(FAX) 308-7110 


Address mail to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box M Fee 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Manual of Classification 


General Information 
Index to 


305-6101 
305-6101 


Manual, Sale of 
Address inquiries to: 


Superintendent of Documents 
Government Printing Office 
Washington, DC 20402 
(202) 783-3238 
Subclass Listing, Sale of 308-0322 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure 
(MPEP) 305-8813 
Manual, Sale of or Subscription to 
Address inquiries for printed manual to: 


Superintendent of Documents 
Government Printing Office 
Washington, DC 20402 
(202) 783-3238 


Sale of or Subscription to MPEP on disc 


or CD-ROM 308-0322 


SORES OF A IIIOD cecetecesnseninitsinennentensenncenes «-e Appropriate 
Examining Group 


Notice of Appeal 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences ........... 603-3361 
Court of Appeals for the Federal 
|: ESAS Eee eee 305-9035 


Official Searches (for lost patent 
ee rr 308-7004 


Patent and Trademark Depository Library Program 
TS Ruel Domes Men: leva 308-3924 


Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) ..............-.....+.+.. 305-3257 
Address mail to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box PCT 
Washington, DC 20231 
Patent Documentation Society (PDS) ..................... 305-7439 
Patent Grant, Non-Receipt ...............ssccssssssseesseseeeees 305-8203 
Patent Index 


Re NIN ca icnsisstecanivsnissctoctiaerpitlntesnentinvectteislas 305-5951 
of Eee 


Patent Term Extension ............cccccscessesssssssesseseeeseree 305-9384 


Patented Files ........-....c-cecessssesesereseeee ececeseesscscscesscscssce SUG-2133 
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Petitions 


Abandonment, Withdrawal of 
Examiner’s Holding of Appropriate Examining 


Group Director 


Access to Application Files .... Office of Special Program 
Examination 305-9384 
305-8813 


Amendment 
After Payment of Issue Fee Appropriate Examining 


Group Director 


Refusal to Enter an 
Amendment Appropriate Examining 


Group Director 

Appeals 
Reinstate, Appeal Dismissed by Group Appropriate 
Examining 
Group Director 


Application 
Acceptance of When 
Filed by Other Than Inventor Office of Special 
Program Examination 
305-9384 
Assignments and Issuance of 
Patents 00 Assignees ...<.....<..cssccsecsccseeees Office of Petitions 
305-9282 
Attorney, Withdrawal of Appropriate Examining 
Group Director 
Certificates of Correction, 
Refusal to Issue Office of Petitions 
305-9282 
Concurrent Ex Parte and/or 
Inter Partes Proceedings ............ Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences 
603-3361 


Office of Petitions 
305-9282 


Office of Special 
Program Examination 
305-9384 


Examiner’s Requirements or 
Holdings, Review of Appropriate Examining 


Group Director 


Questions in Cases Before 
the CAFC Solicitor 305-9035 
Express Abandonment After 
Issue Fee Payment Office of Petitions 
305-9282 
Expunge Papers Office of Special Program 
Examination 305-9384 
Extensions of Time 
SR UIE CI rcsnisccceketenszosessaccatningiio Solicitor 305-9035 
During Pendency in Group Appropriate Examining 
Group Director 
During Pendency at Board of 
Patent Appeals and 
Interferences Board of Patent 
Appeals and 
Interferences 557-4101 


To Appeal to the CAFC or 
Commence a Civil Action Solicitor 305-9035 

Filing Date Office of Special Program 
Examination 305-9384 


Final Rejection, Premature Appropriate Examining 


Group Director 
Interferences 


Institute an Interference Appropriate Examining 


Group Director 


Access to Applications, Unopened 
Preliminary Statements ......................+- Board of Patent 
Appeals and 
Interferences 603-3361 


From Action by a Primary Examiner 
or an Interlocutory Action Board of Patent 
Appeals and 


Interferences 603-3361 


Late Settlement Papers .............cccscsecsssseres Board of Patent 
Appeals and 
Interferences 603-3361 


Priority Papers in Patent 
Application Board of Patent 
Appeals and 


Interferences 603-3361 


Reconsideration of Decision 
on Motion Board of Patent 
Appeals and 
Interferences 603-3361 
Issuance, Defer Office of Petitions 
305-9282 


Late Payment 
Issue Fee Office of Petitions 
305-9282 
Maintenance Fee Office of Petitions 
305-9282 


License to File in Foreign Countries ................... Director, 
Group 2200 
308-1721 


Limited Recognition to Prosecute 
Specified Application(s) Committee on 
Enrollment 


308-9618 


Make Special 
Prospective Manufacture, 
Infringement Office of Special 
Program Examination 


305-9384 


Within Jurisdiction 
of Board of Patent Appeals 
I IID cccinecesteccnceciucinsinaconrne Board of Patent 
Appeals and 
Interferences 603-3361 


Applicant’s Age or Health, 
Environment Quality Program, 
Special Examining Procedure 
(accelerated examination), 
Energy Program, Recombinant 
DNA, Superconductivity Appropriate 
Examining 
Group Director 
Petitions, Office of 305-9282 
(FAX) 305-8825 


Appropriate 
Examining 
Group Director 


Priority Papers, Return of 
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Priority Papers, After Payment 
of Issue Fee Office of Petitions 
305-9282 

Public Use Proceedings Office of Special 
Program Examination 
305-9384 


Rehearing, Reconsideration, or 
Modification of Board Decision Board of Patent 
Appeals and 
Interferences 603-3361 
Rejection, Premature Final Appropriate 
Examining 
Group Director 


Reopen Prosecution After Decision 
by Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences Appropriate 

Examining 

Group Director 


Restriction Requirement ............. Appropriate Examining 
Group Director 

Revive an Abandoned Application Office of Petitions 
305-9282 


Statutory Invention Registration 
Group 2200 
308-6766 


Supervisory Authority of 
Commissioner, Invoke in Matters 
Concerning the Office of Public Services 
and Administration Office of Petitions 
305-9282 


Supervisory Authority of 
Commissioner, Invoke in Matters 
Concerning the Patent 
Examining Operation Office of Petitions 

305-9282 


Suspension of Action 
Second or Subsequent Appropriate Examining 


Group Director 


Suspension of Rules Relating to the 
Examining of Patent 
PIII cviciccritinresceniniccneoncamaciooes Office of Petitions 
305-9282 


Suspension of Rules in Patent Matters 
Administered by the Office of Public 
Services and Administration Office of Petitions 
305-9282 


Withdraw from Issue Office of Petitions 


305-9282 
Protest Against Pending Patent Applications ........ 305-9384 


IE CIID scisiisicsinstnciiniestsitinaincudaiiiaieeiailiiainen 308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 


Telecommunication Device for the Deaf 
eo ae 305-7785 


Public Service Window (Patent Search Room) ....... 308-1057 
II GE DOI sccscisccsisctnistninitntcintnminsitciintisines 308-9726 


Record Room (Patented and Abandoned Files) 
(See Files - File Information Unit) 


Reexaminations 
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Address mail to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box Reexam 
Washington, DC 20231 


RT ee AIR 308-1202 
Reexamination Examiners Appropriate Examining 

Group 
Reexamination Petitions ..............csscscscessseeseeeee Office of 


Special Program 
Examination 305-9384 
Reexamination Pre-processing .............esee 308-1202 


Refunds (See Fees) 
Reissues 


Divisional Office of 


Special Program 
Examination 305-9384 


TR Appropriate 
Examining Group 


Address reissue applications for patents involved in 
litigation and subsequently filed related papers to: 


Commissioner of Patent and Trademarks 
Box 7 
Washington, DC 20231 


Search Facility, Patent Image Retrieval 
(Crystal Mall 1, Rm. 1A02) 


(Hours: Weekdays, 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., 
—  , See es 308-6001 


Search Room, Patent(Crystal Plaza 3, Rm. 1A03) 


Reference to Patents and Indices .....................-. 308-0595 
(Hours: Weekdays, 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m., EST/EDT) 


Search Room, Patent Assignments 
(Crystal Plaza 3, Rm. 2C03) 


(Hours: Weekdays, 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., 
SoU sicinnncacossneousssesagubancecnnenstiapatnanitaete 308-2768 


De QI vectccscsitninnnitcinninnniinnniimiinaiion 308-1720 
SEemeaitemces TeSACS ceccsessescssesceseesecnscsescsesenseeseee 305-8594 


Status of Patent Files in Official 
ee  einciscnincctiinctnasccinisinntitittnntinnniciiiaiianticenesiii 308-7004 


Statutory Invention Registrations (SIRs) 


General Questions . ... 308-0766 
IE A ERTS, 308-0766 


Subclass Listimgs q..........c.c..cccccccesceccsececsecsssesccoccscssneee 308-0322 
Subscription Information 


NI icnccnssenitevecictevmcndimeaignesetousbit 308-0322 
MPEP on CD-ROM or Disc .............:ssscssscesseeeees 308-0322 
MPEP (paper version) Government 
Printing Office 
(202) 783-3238 
PN Re TE aiiiecsctecdennicvintnvnsectinininnonmianes 305-4350 


Technology Assessment and Forecast 
Program Patent Statistics ...........c.csssscssssessersees 308-0322 


Terminal Disclaimers 


RI aciccteincssccasovcasncsecenseceseetecuininauinniiienshaaneeinl 305-8408 
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To Overcome Obvious-Type Double 
Patenting Rejection Appropriate 


Examining Group 


Training for Public Users, Automated 
Search Systems (Public User 
RN III sccnciburcsabcninsdssitncchenmibentnievenninktinees 308-3924 
Trademarks 
Affidavits 
Of Use (Section 8) Post Registration Team 
308-9500 
Of Incontestability 
(Section 15) Post-Registration Team 
308-9500 
Correction to Registration 
0) ee . Post-Registration Team 
308-9500 
Amendments 
After Publication or Allowance Quality Review Clerk 
308-9400 
(Ext. 37 & 38) 
Post Registration Team 
308-9500 
Public Service Branch 
308-HELP/4357 
Specific Pending Application ..... Appropriate Law Office 


After Registration 


General Information 


Appeals 


Trademark Trial and Appeal Board (TTAB) 
Final Refusal by Examining Attorney ........... 308-9300 


Applications 
Address new trademark applications to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box Trademark Application 
Washington, DC 20231 
Examination Appropriate Law 
Office 
General Information Public Service Branch 
308-HELP/4357 
Informal Applications ...... oe ieee ee ts 308-9400 
(Ext. 10) 


TIN cr con veqsstontunctntansuasceveceeeneaiiasiaans 308-9400 
Power of Attorney 

Re Pending Applications ................... Appropriate Law 

Office 

RII siscibcadcvcictsspececucsarsunervesnetiinctianics 308-9400 

(Ext. 10) 

Status of Pending Applications ......................0. 305-8748 

Status of Registered Files ..................ccsccscsesseeses 305-8748 


Assignments 


Changes Affecting Title 
of Pending Applications and 
Registered Files Assignment Branch 
308-9723 


Information Concerning Pending 
Trademarks Assignment ...............c:cceseesesee 308-9723 


Refund and Status Requests 
(FAX) 308-7124 


Ue INE icin ccceccncsotntsebacovceeiceacencl 308-9855 
Cancellations 


Registration Trademark Trial and Appeal 


Board 308-9300 
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Voluntary Surrender of 
Registration Post-Registration Team 
308-9500 

Cashier’s Window, Office of Finance 
(Trademark Search Library) ..............::ccccesseeeees 308-9810 


CRIS FP GEROS cercncsvcercsssssesescsssevecesstniznssisencanscene 308-0322 


Crates OF CG ecescsnistnsesnanerscnnnsssestinevesinse 308-9500 
(Ext. 47) 


Certified Copies of Trademark Documents 
(except Trademark Registrations) ................000+ 308-9726 
FAX 308-9759 


Classification of Goods and Services 
Specific Application Appropriate Law 
Office 


ED IO scsditiniinsncnoccsiatiinicdevansinanieideinnn 308-9000 


Complaints (Services) ..............::.:.ccsseeeseeeeee 308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 

Concurrent Use Proceeding Trademark Trial and 
Appeal Board 
308-9300 


Copies 


Certified Copies of Assignment 

INE scdaicassliachceuidiiatibanisenantardsuasuciine 308-9726 
Certificates of Non-Registration for 

PE Ee Re Se oe ee 308-9500 
Certified Copies of Registration 

I isla sde cies csouesecasennsnccvcieinsenrcicons 308-9500 
Certified Copies of Trademark 

Related Documents 

(except trademark registrations)* .................. 308-9726 

(FAX) 308-9759 

Electronic Ordering Service (Trademark 

RAN I seni coci ccatessshicaninres ccopendbtaccecbeeanoteaidears 305-4350 


Address requests for the Electronic Ordering Service to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box I! 
Washington, DC 20231 


Pending Application Files* ..................:.::cssee0 308-9726 
Printed Copies of Registrations 
(Trademark Copy Sales) .......<cccccsecccrsesseesseeees 305-4350 
Status Copies of Registration ..................:ccce0 308-9500 
Title Records (for applications and 
RAE RE eee ea 308-9726 


* Address orders for certified copies of these products to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box 10 
Washington, DC 20231 


Corrections 


Pending Applications Appropriate Law Office 
PIII sestbireiiatsenesisiscactaccdbasintrtplichiairicrnnas 308-9500 


Depository Libraries, Patent and Trademark 
ND aiichcencasaiceccsotnadiovenapenbucanadecatoneiaaiaeinained 308-3924 


Fees 


Fee Rates ...... . 308-HELP/4357 
SEIU  icssiscinsicsimnpsreenchigdiwnipiaviceiseeieatiaiameh 308-0904 
(FAX) 308-3491 
General Information .................:..s00s00- 308-HELP/4357 
Refunds............ 5 Aathigncesbiiticdindt dadslincdémeiatamdnadea 305-4229 
(FAX) 305-8007 
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Files 
Pending Trademark Applications 
Filing Receipts 
Corrections 
(Exts. 44, 45, 47 & 48) 
Specific Information Regarding 
Filing Receipt 
(Exts. 45, 46, 47, 48 & 49) 
Forms, Trademarir .......cccccccsccscescsecssecsscscecssecsecsseeess 308-9000 


308-HELP/4357 
(FAX) 305-7786 
Input Records and Control ..............ccesssssesrsessssseees 308-9730 
Law Offices 
(No Law Offices 1 and 2) 
Law Office 3 308-9103 
Law Office 4 308-9104 
Law Office 5 308-9105 
Law Office 6 308-9106 
Law Office 7 308-9107 
Law Office 8 308-9108 
Law Office 9 308-9109 
Law Office 10 308-9110 
Law Office 11 308-9111 
Law Office 12 308-9112 
Law Office 13 308-9113 
Law Office 14 308-9114 


Law Office 15 308-9115 


Address “Intent-to-Use” documents, except initial 
applications and amendments to allege use, to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box ITU 
Washington, DC 20231 
Address “Non-Fee” trademark mail to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box 5 
Washington, DC 20231 
Re ID cescetacsinntsstarsnnianeintincainnininieinen -- 308-9400 
Oppositions (TTAB) 


Patent and Trademark Depository 


308-9300 


308-3924 
Petitions 


Abandoned Applications To Revive, ........... Petitions and 
Classification Attorney 

308-9330 

(Ext. 69) 


U.S.PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 233 
(122) 


Application Special, To Make 
Classification Attorney 
308-9000 
(Ext. 29) 


All Other Trademark 


Classification Attorney 


(Ext. 29) 


Public Service Branch .... 308-HELP/4357 


(FAX) 305-7786 
Telecommunication Device for the Deaf ................ 305-7785 


Public Service Window ( Trademark Search 
308-9811 


Reconstruction of Files 308-9400 


(Exts. 37 & 38) 
Refunds (See Fees) 
Renewal, Registrations 
Search Library 


(South Tower, Rm. 2B10) 
(Hours: Weekdays, 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., 


308-9500 


308-9800 


Search Room, Trademark 
(South Tower, Rm. 2B10) 
(Hours: Weekdays, 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m., 
308-9855 


Status of Registrations and Applications via 
Automated Voice System 
(Requires Touch-Tone Telephone. Hours: 
Weekdays 6:30 a.m. to 12:00 midnight, 


Trademark Manual of Examining Procedures 
(Exts. 43, 44 & 46) 


Training for Public Users, Automated 
Search Systems (Public User Training 
308-3924 
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(123) Initial Processing of Application 

On Feb. 1, 1972, the operations of the Trademark Application 
Section of the Patent Office will be reorganized. The purpose 
of the reorganization is to provide the public and applicants with 
more current information concerning newly filed applications. 

The prompt initial processing of trademark applications is 
necessary in order to fulfill one of the main Patent Office 
functions, that of producing a record, accessible to the public, 
of new trademark activity to facilitate the clearance of new marks 
for use, determine the registrability of proposed marks, and 
avoid conflicts with the rights of others. In order to maintain 
a record of marks applied for which reflects the most current 
information available to the Office concerning them, the early 
processing of drawings in order to have them placed in the search 
room is considered as a first priority. The processing of these 
drawings includes the assignment of serial numbers, initial 
classification, duplication of the drawing and the forwarding of 
copies of the drawing to the search room. Other functions which 
are necessary in the processing of applications, such as the 
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processing and mailing of filing receipts, are secondary to the 
processing of drawings. 

In past years, there have been delays in processing appli- 
cations and forwarding application drawings to the search room. 
These delays have varied from several weeks to several months. 
In view of the importance, both to applicants and the public, 
of recording essential information concerning newly filed ap- 
plications as quickly as possible, a reorganization of the workflow 
in the Application Section is being effected. 

There is no change in the processing of applications through 
the mail room and finance branch to the Application Section. 
However, under the new plan, upon receipt in the Trademark 
Application Section, all applications will be stamped with a 
serial number, and the drawing of the mark will be reproduced 
immediately and placed in the search file. This processing will 
occur as soon as the application files reach the Application 
Section. Such procedures as determining whether or not an 
application will receive a filing date, preparation of the file 
jackets, and mailing of the filing receipt will take place at a later 
ume. 

Applicants who wish to be notified promptly of the date their 
papers were received in the office and their serial number, may 
send two self-addressed postcards with their application papers. 
The mail room will stamp both postcards with the date of receipt 
and return one to the applicant; the second postcard will be 
stamped with the serial number and forwarded to the applicant 
from the Application Section. The postcards should contain the 
applicant’s name and the trademark which is the subject of the 
application. When more than one set of application papers are 
forwarded under one cover, postcards should be attached to each 
set of papers for which a receipt is desired. 

Under the new system of processing application papers, your 
particular attention is directed to the following changes as 
compared to the present procedure. 

1. Application drawings will be placed in the public search 
file prior to the mailing of the filing receipt. 

2. By using the postcard system described above, applicants 
will be notified sooner of the date of receipt of their papers and 
the serial number of their application. Applicants are encouraged 
to use the postcard system. 

3. Additional papers sent in by the applicant or attorney 
should be identified by serial number, thereby enabling the 
office to process these papers quickly. 

4. When an application is accompanied by a petition to the 
Commissioner under § 2.146, the petition will not be considered 
until processing by the Application Section is complete. 

Effective date. The procedure outlined in this notice will 
become effective Feb. 1, 1972. 


RICHARD A. WAHL, 


Jan. 11, 1972. Acting Commissioner of Patents. 


JAMES H. WAKELIN, JR., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Science and Technology. 


Published in 37 F.R. 942; Jan. 21, 1972 
[895 O.G. TM 193] 


(124) Dissemination Of Trademark Information 

In order to clarify the policy regarding Trademark Examiners 
giving out Trademark information to the general public, the 
following directive has been promulgated: 


Trademark Examiners are reminded that they may only be 
responsive to questions regarding applications pending before 
them. All other questions regarding Trademark matters must be 
directed to the Director of the Trademark Examining Operation, 
703-557-3268. 


BERNARD A. MEANY, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Feb. 15, 1978. 
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(125) Responsibility to Diligently Monitor 


Trademark Applications and Registrations 


The purpose of this notice is to remind trademark applicants 
and registrants of their responsibility to monitor the status of their 
application or registration in cases where a notice or action from 
the PTO is expected; and to apprise these parties that the Trade- 
mark Manual of Examining Procedure, (TMEP), will be revised 
to indicate that inquiries regarding the status of pending matters 
should be made within six months of the filing or receipt of any 
document for which further action by the Office is expected. 

The TMEP is under revision in its entirety. As a part of that 
revision, Section 41 1, entitled “Status Inquiries,” will be amended. 
The current language of §411 indicates that a party awaiting 
action by the Office should file a status inquiry within eighteen 
months from the filing date of the application, or from the filing 
of a response to an Office action. This eighteen-month period 
was based on Office pendency in 1971, which was approxi- 
mately fourteen months to mailing of the first Office action. 
Currently, the Office is mailing first actions within three months. 
Accordingly, the eighteen month period is no longer appropriate 
and is being reduced to six months to more realistically reflect 
Office pendency. Adoption of a six-month due diligence stan- 
dard may have implications with respect to filing petitions and 
requests for other relief. 

The Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks 
receives a number of requests to reactivate applications and 
registrations occasioned by the loss of papers mailed to or from 
the PTO. In many of these cases, the applicant or registrant may 
have proof that papers mailed to the PTO were actually received, 
or can aver that notices sent from the PTO were never received. 
However, in some of these cases the request will be denied 
because the party seeking relief has waited too long before 
investigating the problem. The rationale for denial is that third 
parties may have relied to their detriment on the information 
available in the PTO files and databases that an application 
was abandoned or that a registration has been cancelled or 
expired. 

The PTO generally processes applications, responses and 
other papers in the order in which they are received in the Office. 
Accordingly, applicants and registrations can expect to receive 
notice concerning these filings within predictable time periods. 
For example, a party filing an application for registration should 
expect to receive a filing receipt within four to six weeks and, 
in most cases, a “first action” within four to five months of 
the date of filing. Similarly, a registrant should expect to 
receive a notice of acceptance or rejection of a Section 8 affidavit 
of use or excusable nonuse within four to five months of submis- 
sion, and a notice of acceptance or rejection of a renewal 
application within two to three months of submission. Only in 
rare cases would any of these time periods be longer than six 
months. 

Since it is reasonable to expect some notice from the PTO 
about a pending matter within six months of the filing or receipt 
of any document, a party who has not received the expected 
written action or telephone call from the PTO within that time 
frame should be put on notice that the filing may have become 
lost. The party awaiting notification has the burden of inquiring 
as to the cause of the delay. In order to be considered diligent 
in the monitoring of its application or registration, the party 
expecting notification from the PTO should inquire within six 
months. Waiting until the end of the six-month period is not 
recommended. Parties should inquire as soon as they suspect that 
a problem exists. 

Written status inquiries are discouraged. Whenever possible, 
status inquiries should be made by calling the Trademark Status 
Line, at (703) 305-8747 through 8752. The Status Line provides 
the current status and status date of all active federal applications 
and registrations, and is available from 6:30 a.m. until midnight, 
Eastern Time, Monday through Friday. 


Examples of Situations Requiring Diligent Action 
Applicant/registrant files an application, Section 8 affidavit, 
or Section 9 renewal application, accompanied by an acknowl- 
edgment postcard: 
(a) No acknowledgement postcard, filing receipt or other 
acknowledgment is received within a reasonable time. 
Diligent Action: Inquire within six months of mailing 
of the document to PTO. 
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(b) Acknowledgement post card received but no filing 
receipt or other acknowledgment is received within a reasonable 
time. 

Diligent Action: Inquire within six months of receipt of 
the acknowledgement postcard. . 

(c) A filing receipt for the application is received but 
no Office action, telephone call from the examining 
attorney, or notice of publication is received within a reasonable 
time. 

Diligent Action: Inquire within six months of receipt of 
the filing receipt. 

(d) A response to an Office action is mailed to the PTO 
but no further Office action, telephone call, notice of 
publication, or other acknowledgment is received within a 
reasonable time. 

Diligent Action: Inquire within six months of mailing 
of the response. 

(e) A notice of publication is received for an application 
under Section 1(b), 15 U.S.C. § 1051(b) but no Notice of Allow- 
ance or notification of potential opposition is received within a 
reasonable time. 

Diligent Action: Inquire within a six months of receipt 
of the notice of publication. 

In the event that the party discovers that its application or 
registration is no longer active, or that a required paper has not 
been received by the PTO, the applicant or registrant should 
promptly file a petition to the Commissioner or take other 
appropriate action to rectify the situation. The time limits for 
filing petitions are strictly applied. A certificate of mailing in 
accordance with Trademark Rules 1.8 or 1.10, 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.8 
or 1.10, is recommended. 

To summarize, applicants and registrants have a duty to 
monitor the status of their applications and registrations. If 
nothing has been heard from the PTO within a six month period, 
the party awaiting notification has the burden of inquiring as to 
the status. Status inquiries should be made via the Trademark 
Status Line. Should the status inquiry reveal that the relevant 
document is lost, or some other problem exists, a petition to the 
Commissioner or other required action should be filed within 60 
days. Trademark Rule 2.146(d), 37 C.F.R. § 2.146(d). Failure to 
act diligently and follow up with the appropriate action may 
result in denial of the requested relief. 

Oct. 2, 1992 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 

Assistant Commissioner 

for Trademarks 


[1143 TMOG 73] 


(126) Availability of Trademark Status Line 

Beginning on Feb. 20, 1990, the U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office provided access, via push button telephone, to current 
status and status date information for all federal trademark 
application and registration records maintained in the automated 
Trademark Reporting and Monitoring (TRAM) System. The 
Trademark Status Line will be available on (703)557-8747 from 
6:30 a.m. until midnight, Eastern Time, Monday through Friday. 

The Trademark Status Line may be used from any push button 
telephone by entering a seven-digit registration number and the 
“#” symbol or an eight-digit serial number and the “#” symbol 
after the welcoming message and the tone. All calls will be 
answered in the order received. Callers may request information 
for up to five serial number or registration number records per 
call. 

When requesting information for registration numbers under 
one million, add sufficient leading zeros to the registration 
number so that a total of seven digits are entered. For example, 
to get status information for Reg. No. 88,725 enter 0088725#. 

When requesting information for applications, enter an eight- 
digit serial number that consists of the two-digit series code 
followed by the six-digit serial number PTO. The series code 
is determined by the filing date of the application. All appli- 
cations filed before Mar. 31, 1905 are series code 70. Appli- 
cations filed between Apr. 1, 1905 and Dec. 31, 1955 are series 
code 71. Applications filed between Jan. 1, 1956 and Aug. 31, 
1973 are series code 72. Applications filed between Sept. 1, 1973 


U.S.PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 235 
(126) 


and Nov. 15, 1989 are series code 73. All applications filed 
on or after November 16, 1989 are series code 74. 

When requesting information for serial numbers under 100,000 
in any series code, add sufficient leading zeros to the serial 
number so that a total of six digits are entered after the series 
code. For example, to get status information for serial number 
92,132 in series code 73, enter 73092132#. 

The TRAM System contains records for all active federal 
trademark registration and pending applications. The TRAM 
System also contains records for all federal trademark registra- 
tions and applications which became inactive after Mar. 31, 
1982. Some earlier inactive records are also available. 

The Trademark Status Line will provide current status infor- 
mation for all federal trademark application and registration 
records included in the TRAM System. The date that the record 
entered the current status is provided also. If additional infor- 
mation regarding the status of a trademark application or reg- 
istration is required, call the Trademark Services division at 
(703)557-5249 and request a status check. 

Feb. 8, 1990 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 


[1112 TMOG 49] 


(127) New Telephone Numbers for the 


Trademark Status Line 


On November 18, 1991, the local telephone company in 
Arlington, Va. will change many of the telephone numbers used 
by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, including the numbers 
for the Trademark Status Line. Effective on that date, the new 
telephone numbers for the Trademark Status Line will be (703) 
305-8747 through (703) 305-8752. 

The Trademark Status Line provides access, via touch tone 
telephone, to current status and status date information for all 
federal trademark application and registration records main- 
tained in the automated Trademark Reporting and Monitoring 
(TRAM) System. The Trademark Status Line is available from 
6:30 a.m. until midnight, Eastern Time, Monday through 
Friday. 

The Trademark Status Line may be used from any touch tone 
telephone by entering a seven-digit registration number and the 
“#” symbol or an eight-digit serial number and the “#” symbol 
after the welcoming message and the tone. All calls will be 
answered in the order received. Callers may request information 
for up to five serial number or registration number records per 
call. If additional information regarding the status of a trademark 
application or registration is required, call the Office of 
Trademark Services at (703) 308-9400 and request a status 
check. 

Oct. 23, 1991 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 

[1132 OG 33] 


(128) TRADEMARK STATUS INFORMATION 
AVAILABLE ON THE TRADEMARK STATUS LINE 


The Trademark Status Line (703) 557-8747 provides status 
and status date information for all Trademark applications and 
registrations to users with touch tone telephones. The Trademark 
Status Line is available from 6:30 A.M. to midnight (Eastern 
Standard Time), Monday through Friday. 

The following is a listing of the status text provided by the 
Trademark Status Line for each corresponding status code in the 
TRAM system and the usual location of the file when it is in each 
status. All information in parenthesis is explanatory and is not 
part of the status text. All status codes followed by a “*” are 
within the blackout period for filing Amendments to Allege Use 
in Intent to Use applications. All status codes followed by a “*” 
apply to Intent to Use applications only. 
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Status 
Code 


600 
601 
602 
603 
604 


605 
606* 


608 
609 
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Status 
Text 


Abandoned-Incomplete Response 
Abandoned-Express 
Abandoned-Failure to Respond 
Abandoned-After ex parte Appeal 
Abandoned-After inter partes 
decision 

Abandoned-After Publication 
Abandoned-No Statement of Use filed 
Abandoned-Defective Statement 

of use 

Abandoned-After Petition Decision 
Abandoned-Defective Divided 
Application 

Petition to Revive-received 
Abandoned-Petition to revive denied 
Revived-Awaiting Further Action 
Abandoned File-Backfile 

(Indicates the application existed 
when the TRAM database was created 
and it is abandoned but the reason 
for the abandonment is umknown.) 
Backfile application added to database 
-Status not recorded. 

(Indicates the application existed 
when the TRAM database was created 
and the status is unknown at this 
time.) 

Misassigned Serial Number 
(Indicates that the subject serial 
number was assigned in error 

and cancelled. File contents were 
returned to submitter or transferred 
to another serial number.) 
Registered-Backfile 

(Indicates the registration existed 
when the TRAM database was created 
and remains registered at this time.) 
Registration added to the data base- 
Status unclear 

(Indicates the registration status 

is unknown at this time.) 
Registered-Backfile cancelled or 
expired 

(Indicates the registration is 

no longer active but the reason for 
this is unknown.) 

New Application-Record initialized 
not assigned to examiner 

New Application-Divided-Initial 
processing 

(Indicates a divisional request has 
been received and is being processed.) 
Informal Application 

(Indicates that the application 

filed was incomplete.) 

New Application-Assigned to 

an examiner 

Non-final action counted-Not mailed 
Non-final action-Mailed 

Previous action/approval count withdrawn 
(Indicates the Examiner has with- 
drawn an Office Action or approval.) 
Final refusal counted-Not mailed 
Final refusal-Mailed 

Examiner’s amendment counted-Not 
mailed 

Examiner’s amendment-Mailed 
Action continuing Final counted- 
Not mailed 

Action continuing Final-Mailed 
Suspension inquiry counted-Not 
mailed 

Suspension inquiry-Mailed 
Suspension letter counted-Not 
mailed 

Suspension letter-Mailed 


Usual File 
Location 


Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 


Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 


Warehouse 
Warehouse 


Warehouse 
TMEO Dir 
Warehouse 


Law Office 
Warehouse 


File Cover 
Destroyed 


Warehouse 


Warehouse 


Law Office 
ITU Unit 


Pre-Exam 


Law Office 


Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 


Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 


Law Office 
Law Office 


Law Office 
Law Office 


Law Office 
Law Office 


Law Office 
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Report completed suspension check- 
Case still suspended 

Response after non-Final action- 
Entered 

Response after Final rejection- 
Entered 

Notice of unresponsive amendment- 
Counted 

Notice of unresponsive amendment- 
Mailed 

Refusal withdrawal letter-Counted 
(Refers to an Office Action which 
withdraws a refusal after an ex 
parte appeal has been filed.) 
Refusal withdrawal letter-Mailed 
(Refers to an Office Action which 
withdraws a refusal after an ex parte 
appeal has been filed.) 
Reinstated-Awaiting further action 
(Refers to an application which was 
reinstated after an abandonment due 
to PTO error.) 

Approved for publication 

(By the examiner) 
Publication/Registration review complete 
(By the Law Office Clerk) 
Published for Opposition 

Notice of Allowance-Issued 
Notice of Allowance-Withdrawn 
Notice of Allowance-Cancelled 
Withdrawn from publication 
Withdrawn from registration- 
Jurisdiction restored 

(To Examiner) 

Withdrawn from registraion 
Registered 

Section 8- Accepted 

Section 8 and 15- accepted and 
acknowledged 

Section 15- acknowledged 

Partial Section 8 accepted 

Partial Section 8 and 15 accepted 
and acknowledged 
Cancelled-Section 8 
Cancelled-Section 7(d) 

Cancelled by court Order under 
Section 37 

Cancelled-Section 18 
Cancelled-Section 24 
Cancelled-Restored to Pendency 
(Indicates the subject registration 
number was assigned in error and 
correction requires restoration of 
the appliaction to pendency) 
Inadvertently issued registration 
number-Cancelled 

(Indicates the subject registraion 
number was assigned in error and 
has been cancelled.) 

Request for first extension-Filed 
Request for second extension-Filed 
Request for third extension-Filed 
Request for fourth extension-Filed 
Request for fifth extension-Filed 
Extension request refusal-Counted 
not mailed 

Extension request refusal-Mailed 
First Extension-Granted 

Second Extension-Granted 

Third Extension-Granted 

Fourth Extension-Granted 

Fifth Extension-Granted 

Post registration paper filed- 
Assigned to paralegal 

Statement of Use-Filed 

Statement of Use-Informal 

-Letter mailed 

Statement of Use-Informal 
-Response entered 


Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 


Law Office 


Law Office 
Pub. and Issue 


Pub. and Issue 
ITU Unit 

Pub. and Issue 
Pub. and Issue 


Law Office 


Warehouse 
Post Reg. 
Post. Reg. 


Post Reg. 
Post Reg. 
Post Reg. 


Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Warehouse 


Warehouse 
Warehouse 
Law Office 
Law Office 


ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 


ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 
Post Reg. 


ITU Unit 
ITU Unit 


ITU Unit 
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Statement of Use-ITU processing 
complete 

(Indicates pre-exam processing 

of the Statement of Use at the 

ITU Unit is complete.) 

Statement of Use-To examiner 
(For Examination) 

Statement of Use-Examiner 
statement counted-Not mailed 
Statement of Use-Examiner 
Statement-Mailed 

Examiner statement counted-Not 
mailed 

Examiner statement-Mailed 

Ex parte appeal pending 

Ex parte appeal-Refusal reversed 
Ex parte appeal-Refusal affirmed 
Ex parte appeal dismissed as moot 
Concurrant use proceeding 
terminated-Granted 

Concurrant use proceeding 
terminated-Denied 

Concurrent use proceeding pending 
Interference proceeding pending 
Interference proceeding terminated 
Opposition pending 

Opposition dismissed 

Opposition terminated-See TTAB 
records 

Cancellation dismissed 

Opposition sustained 

Cancellation terminated-See TTAB 
records 

Statement of Use-Opposition Decided 
-Entry of Judgement Deferred 
Statement of Use-Cancellation 
Decided-Entry of Judgement Deferred 
Statement of Use-Interference 
Decided-Entry of judgement 
deferred 

Statement of Use-Concurrant Use 
Decided-Entry of Judgement 
Deferred 

Cancellation Pending 

Jurisdiction restored to examiner 
Renewed 

Opposition instituted 

Request for extension of time 

to file opposition 

Amendment after publication 


Statement of Use-Non-final action 
counted-Not mailed 

Statement of Use-Non-final action 
-Mailed 

Statement of Use-Final refusal 
counted-Not mailed 

Statement of Use-Final refusal 
-Mailed 

Statement of Use-Examiner’s 
amendment counted-Not maiiled 
Statement of Use-Examiner’s 
amendment-Mailed 

Statement of Use-Action continuing 
final counted-Not mailed 

Statement of Use-Action continuing 
final-Mailed 

Statement of Use-Response after 
non-final action-Entered 

Statement of Use-Response after 
final rejection-Entered 

Statement of Use-Notice of 
unresponsive amendment-Counted 
-Not mailed 

Statement of Use-Notice of 
unresponsive amendment-Mailed 
Statement of Use accepted-Approved 
for Registration 

(By the Examiner) 


Law Office 


Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 
TTAB 


TTAB 


TTAB 


TTAB 

Law Office 
Post Reg. 
TTAB 
TTAB 

TM Service 
Division 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 
Law Office 


Law Office 


Law Office 
Law Office 
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819% Statement of Use-Registration 
review complete 

(By the Law Office Clerk) 
Expired 

(Refers to registration that were 
not renewed.) 


900 


December 3, 1990 


U.S.PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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Pub. and Issue 


Warehouse 


JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 
Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks 


{1122 TMOG 568] 


(129) TRAM Status Codes Indicating 
Blackout Period" in Effect 
for “Intent-to-Use" 


Trademark Applications 


Trademark Rule 2.76, 37 CFR 2.76, provides that an applicant 
pursuing registration of its mark under the “intent to use” provi- 
sions of the Trademark Act (i.e., an application filed under 
Trademark Act Section 1(b), 15 U.S.C. §i051(b)) may amend 
the application “to allege use of the mark in commerce under 
section l(c) of the Act at any time between the filing of the 
application and the date the examiner approves the mark for 
publication or the date of expiration of the six-month response 
period after issuance of a final action.” (emphasis added). If an 
amendment alleging use of a mark that is the subject of an intent 
to use application is filed outside the time period specified in 
Rule 2.76, it will be returned to the applicant or its attorney. 

In addition, under Trademark Rule 2.88, 37 CFR 2:88, an 
intent to use applicant may not file a statement of use prior to the 
issuance of the notice of allowance. If a statement of use is filed 
before the notice of allowance issues, it will not be considered 
and will be returned to the applicant or its attorney. 

These two rules combine to create a period of time, during the 
prosecution of an intent to use application, when neither an 
amendment to allege use nor a statement of use can be filed. This 
period has become popularly known as the “blackout period.” In 
a number of instances, amendments to allege use have been filed 
for intent to use applications which have “entered” the blackout 
period. This notice is intended to (1) assist applicants and their 
attorneys who need to determine whether a pending intent to use 
application has entered the blackout period and (2) provide 
guidance as to the filing of amendments to allege use so that they 
will be considered timely filed prior to the onset of the blackout 
period. 


Preventing the Onset of the Blackout Period 


In general, an intent to use applicant that has “control” over the 
further prosecution of its application file runs little risk that the 
file will enter the blackout period without the applicant’s knowl- 
edge. For example, if the Examining Attorney has issued a non- 
final typed Office action or a non-final Priority action, the 
applicant is required to file a response to prevent abondment of 
the application. In these cases, the applicant has “control” over 
the further processing of the application by virtue of the fact that 
the examiner will not resume processing until the requisite 
response is filed. It follows, then, that the examiner will not 
“approve the mark for publication,” thus commencing the black- 
out period, when a response to an Office action or Priority action 
is outstanding. Though this is only a general rule, exceptions are 
unlikely to occur. 


Checking the Status of an Application 


To guard against exceptions to the above general rule, or to 
check the “status” of an application in which the applicant does 
not have “control” over prosecution, a call to the Trademark 
Status Line should be made. This automated service can be 
accessed by callers using touch tone telephones to obtain status 
and status date information regarding trademark applications 
and registrations. The number for the Trademark Status Line is 
(703) 557-8747; the line can be accessed from 6:30 A.M. to 
midnight (Eastern Standard Time), Monday through Friday. 

An intent to use applicant checking on the status of its appli- 
cation through the status line must enter its eight digit serial 
number and the “#” sign, after the welcoming message and tone. 
The eight digit serial number of an application consists of a two 


digit series code and a six digit number; if the number following 
the series code for a particular application is less than six digits, 
a sufficient number of leading zeros must be added to the number 
so that a total of six digits are entered after the series code. 

If, after a serial number is entered, the status of the correspond- 
ing application is revealed to be any of the following, than the 
blackout period is in effect because the mark has been approved 
for publication and a notice of allowance has not yet issued: 


Status Code Status Line Report 


680 Approved for Publication 
(by the examiner) 

681 Publication/Registration 
review complete 

(by the Law Office clerk) 
Published for Opposition 
Notice of 
Allowance—Withdrawn 
Notice of Allowance— 
Cancelled 


686 
689 


690 


692 


Withdrawn from publication 
693 


Withdrawn from 
registration—Juristiction re- 
stored (to examiner) 
694 Withdrawn from registra- 

tion 

Cancelled—Restored to Pen- 
dency (Indicates subject regis- 
tration number was assigned in 
error and correction 
requires restoration of the 
application to pendency) 
Inadvertantly issued registra- 
tion number—Cancelled 
(Indicates the subject re- 
gistration number was as- 
signed in error and has 
been cancelled) 


715 


Concurrent use proceeding 
terminated—granted 
Concurrent use proceeding 
terminated—denied 
Concurrent use proceeding 
pending 
Interference proceeding 
pending 
Interference proceeding 
terminated 
Opposition pending 
Opposition dismissed 
Opposition dismissed—See 
TTAB records 
Opposition sustained 
Opposition instituted 
Request for extension of 
time to file opposition 
803 Amendment after publication 
The reports provided by the Trademark Status Line will not 
refer to the listed numerical status codes; these codes are only 
displayed on visual display terminals of the Trademark Report- 
ing and Monitoring (TRAM) System used within the PTO. 
Certain status reports listed above, e.g., those corresponding to 
status codes 693 and 715, may appear to suggest that an applica- 
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tion is not actually in the blackout period. This is not necessarily 
sO; in some cases, a mark may be withdrawn from registration or 
publication without “undoing” the examiner’s approval of the 
mark for publication. 


Beating the Onset of the Blackout Period 


If an intent to use applicant calls the Trademark Status Line 
about a particular application and the reported status is one of 
those listed above, then the amendment to allege use should not 
be filed since the blackout period has begun. On the other hand, 
if the call to the Trademark Status LIne does not reveal the onset 
of the blackout period, then the amendment to allege use may be 
filed. 

Of course, it is always possible that the mark could be ap- 
proved for publication on the same day, but shortly after, the 
applicant has checked the Trademark Status Line. The status of 
an application, as listed in the TRAM System, is updated imme- 
diately when an examiner records an action in regard to the 
application. Thus, in theory, it might appear that an intent to use 
application could enter the blackout period within hours after the 
applicant has checked out the status line. However, Office policy 
holds that the blackout period does not begin until the day after 
a mark is approved for publication. Therefore, the intent to use 
applicant that wishes to file an amendment to allege use can 
always “beat the onset” of the blackout period if (1) a call to the 
Trademark Status Line reveals that the application has not 
entered the blackout period, and (2) the amendment to allege use 
is filed the same day by U.S. Postal Service Express Mail in 
accordance with PTO Rule 1.10, 37 CFR 1.10. Even if the 
examiner approves the applicant’s mark for publication the same 
day that the amendment to allege use is mailed in accordance 
with Rule 1.10, the amendment will be deemed timely filed prior 
to the onset of the blackout period. 
June 24, 1991 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 

Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 


[1128 OG 56] 


(130) Transmittals for Use of 


Deposit Accounts 


When statutory fees are to be charged to a deposit account, 
the processing of the application can be facilitated by submitting 
the applicant's transmittal letter or other correspondence speci- 
fying the account to be charged in triplicate. Submission of these 
documents in triplicate will eliminate the need for the Mail Room 
to photocopy the document and thereby reduce the processing 
time of incoming mail. 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Nov. 21, 1983. 


[1037 TMOG 15] 


(131) Availability of Deposit Account Status Line 

Beginning on February 20, 1990, the U.S. Patent and Trade- 
mark Office will provide access, via push button telephone, to 
the current account balance information, and last deposit for the 
current month, if any. The Deposit Account status line will be 
available on (703)557-8735 or (703)557-8746 from 6:30 A.M. 
until midnight, Eastern time, Monday thru Friday. 

The Deposit Account status line may be used from any push 
button telephone by entering your six digit account number and 
the pound sign after being told to do so by the greeting message 
that you receive whenever you dial in. All six digits and the 
pound sign must be entered. 

Questions that may arise pertaining to the information re- 
ceived thru use of the status line must be referred to the Deposits 
Account Division at (703)557-3227 during the hours 8 A.M. 
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until 5 P.M. Eastern time, Monday thru Friday, except for Federal 
holidays. 
Feb. 5, 1990 BRADFORD HUTHER 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Finance and Planning 


{1112 TMOG 49} 


(132) Telephone Changes for Deposit Account Status Line 


Effective Nov. 18, 1991, new telephone exchange numbers 
will be made for the Deposit Account Status Line. On that date, 
Deposit Account Balance information can be obtained by calling 
(703) 305-8735 or (703) 305-8746 from 6:30 a.m. until mid- 
night, Eastern time, Monday thru Friday, except for Federal 
holidays. 

Questions that may arise pertaining to the information re- 
ceived through use of the status line may be referred to the 
Deposit Account Division at (703) 308-0902. Cails will be 
received on the answering machine 24 hours a day, seven days 
a week. 

Oct. 31, 1991 BRADFORD HUTHER 
Assistant Commissioner for 
Finance and Planning 


[1132 OG 48] 


(133) Helpful Hints From The PTO 
f DataTo Be Included on Patent and Trademark Papers Filed 

In The PTO In Response To Office Actions—Perhaps the 
greatest cause of delay and wasted time in the support 
sections of the PTO is in trying to match papers bearing 
incorrect or incomplete data with applications. Because 
some Trademark Papers are not clearly identified as per- 
taining to Trademark applications, they are frequently 
misrouted to the Patent Examining Groups. 

On all papers related to Patent applications, type the word 
“PATENT” in the upper right-hand corner of the document. 
Also, please include the correct serial number, filing date, 
inventor’s name, and title of the invention. Additionally, include 
the examiner’s name, and group art unit number or other iden- 
tifying data found on the most recent letter from the PTO. (37 
CFR 1.1(a)). 

However, please note that an organizational restructuring of 
the Patent Examining Corps has resulted in many applications 
being reassigned to new Groups and Art Units. Your attention 
is directed to the NOTICE OF CHANGES IN THE PATENT 
EXAMINING CORPS that appeared in the OFFICIAL GA- 
ZETTE on June 26, 1984, (1043 OG 23), which identifies the 
Group Art Unit of each examiner (1043 OG 40 through 1043 
OG 67). Letters mailed from the Groups after Apr. 15, 1984, 
should reflect the current identifying data. 

For all papers related to Trademark {ro applications, type 
the word “TRADEMARK” in the upper right-hand corner of 
the document. Also, please set forth the applicatant’s name, 
correct serial number (including the series number which cur- 
rently is “73”), filing date, law office, examining attorney and 
mark. 

Documents for which no fee is required at the time of filing 
(e.g., amendments to applications and requests for extensions 
of time to file an opposition) continue to be addressed: 


Box 5 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Mail directed to the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
should have mark “Attention: TTAB” on the envelope in additon 
to “Box 5.” 


f Mailing Responses To The PTO—In general, it would elimi- 
nate or greatly reduce processing steps by the PTO support 
staff, and will avoid interruption of the examiner’s work, 
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if a few simple, general rules were followed in regard to 
mailing of the responses to the PTO: 


1. After a Patent or Trademark application is filed, please 
avoid filing additional papers (other than those request- 
ing a filing receipt or those required by the Office) until 
the filing receipt or return post card identifying the Serial 
Number and Patent Examining Group Art Unit or Trade- 
mark Law Office has been received. 

. In Patent applications, requests for extensions of time, 
changes of address, proposed drawing corrections, and 
petitions are sometimes incorporated in the remarks 
section or at the beginning of papers entitled “Amend- 
ment” or “Response.” In Trademark applications, change 
of address and powers of attorney are sometimes incor- 
porated in the remarks section or at the beginning of 
papers entitled “Amendment” or “Response”. Please 
present such items in separate papers, appropriately titled, 
since they are all handled by different personnel (37 CFR 
1.4(c)). However, please include a statement in the 
amendment/response describing the paper being filed. 

3. Where a supplemental or preliminary amendment is found 
necessary in Patent or Trademark applications, please 
telephone the examiner and request that the examiner 
delay action for a certain time in order to avoid crossing 
in the mails of the amendment and the Office action. 

4. File Patent and Trademark documents which have no 
particular time or sequence requirement, with materials 
submitted in response to the statutory or regulatory re- 
quirements. Examples are certified copies of foreign 
documents to support priority and formal drawings in 
Patent applications or changes in Power of Attorney or 
Mailing Address following first action. 

5. If a disclosure statement is to be filed before an Office 
action, file it when the application is filed. Some Group 
Art Units have greatly reduced the pendency to first 
action. Hence, many examiners are taking up new ap- 
plications before an information statement is matched 
with the application. 


2 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


July 10, 1984. 


[1044 TMOG 44] 


(134) Published Trademark Applications 

Papers which are filed in the Patent and Trademark Office 
in connection with published trademark application files should 
be captioned to the attention of the Trademark Quality Review 
Clerk and addressed as follows: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Attention Box 5, Trademark Quality Review Clerk 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


This mailing should be used only for papers filed after 
publication but before issuance of the registration. This could 
include corrections to information which appears to have been 
inadvertently or incorrectly published in the Trademark Official 
Gazette, as well as changes of attorney or address papers or 
notification of filing an assignment. Corrections to information 
published in the TMOG must be received in the Office before 
the registration is issued. 

Use of this mailing address for corrections will help ensure 
that such papers are properly routed within the Office. Tele- 
phone inquiries concerning corrections or other matters in relation 
to published trademark applications should be directed to (703) 
557-4249. 

MARGARET M. LAURENCE 

Assistant Commissioner 

for Trademarks. 


Dec. 10, 1984. 


[1050 TMOG 316] 


U.S.PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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(135) Notices of Abandonment 

The Trademark Operation has begun notifying trademark 
applicants when their pending applications have been aban- 
doned by the Office. Under this new procedure, a computer- 
generated post card bearing the notice, serial number, applicant 
name and abandonment date will be sent to the correspondence 
address designated by the applicant. The post cards will be 
mailed within 2 to 4 weeks after the application is declared 
abandoned. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Jan. 13, 1986. 


[1063 TMOG 4] 
(136) Change of Correspondence Address in 
Trademark Applications 


Applicants are reminded that when an application is filed 
and a correspondence address is entered in the Official record, 
correspondence will continue to be sent to such address until 
the applicant or party, or the attorney-at-law or other authorized 
representative of the applicant or party, indicates in y iting that 
correspondence is to be sent to another address. 37 Cl-?. Section 
2.18. The filing of a response to an Office action on :etterhead 
stationery that indicates a different address from the conmespon- 
dence address of record is insufficient notice that correspon- 
dence is to be sent to another address. Specific language is 
needed which can reasonably be interpreted to be a request to 
change the address. See TMEP Section 603. 

If a power of attorney has been filed in an application, a 
subsequently filed power of attorney will be regarded as a written 
request to change the correspondence address, even if there is 
no specific language changing the address or revoking the prior 
power of attorney. See TMEP Section 603. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


May 15, 1986. 


[1067 TMOG 7] 


Use of Restricted Deposit Account for 
Electronic Ordering of Patent and Trademark Copies 


(137) 


Effective July 1, 1986, the restricted deposit account will be 
made available to those members of the public who wish to use 
it for electronic ordering of patent and trademark copies. The 
restricted deposit account requires maintenance of a minimum 
balance of $300.00 at the end of each month, as compared to 
the unrestricted account which requires a minimum balance of 
$1,000.00 

In FY 1986, the Office established the restricted deposit 
account for use in charging subscriptions for copies of newly 
issued patents by subject matter classification. Establishment 
of a PTO deposit account is a prerequisite for subscription 
service. 

Recently, the Office established an electronic ordering ser- 
vice (EOS), a method of ordering copies of patents and trade- 
marks through the use of a computer terminal and modem. EOS 
is available only to PTO deposit account holders. 

Many people who are interested in using EOS to order copies 
of patents and trademarks and who do not have PTO deposit 
accounts find the $1,000.00 balance required for the unrestricted 
account prohibitive. Therefore, the use of restricted account is 
being expanded to incorporate EOS ordering. Subscriptions and 
EOS ordering are the only two services for which restricted 
accounts may be used. If you have any questions on subscrip- 
tions or EOS, please call Mary Brown on (703) 557-3236. If 
you have questions on deposit accounts, please call Delores 
Riley on (703) 557-3227. 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
for Administration. 


June 23, 1986. 


[1068 TMOG 4] 
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(138) Filing of a Notice of Appeal to the Court of 

Appeals for the Federal Circuit in the Patent 
And Trademark Office 


This notice supersedes a notice entitled Filing of a Notice of 
Appeal to the Federal Circuit and Service of Court Papers on 
the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks published at 1079 
Off. Gaz. Office 72 (June 30, 1987). 

A notice of appeal to the Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit may be filed in the Patent and Trademark Office in any 
one of the following ways: 


A. By first-class mail addressed as follows, in which case the 
notice of appeal must actually reach the Patent and Trademark 
Office by the due date: 

Box 8 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Attention: Office of the Solicitor 


B. By “Express Mail” (U.S. Postal Service only) under 37 
CFR § 1.10 addressed as follows, in which case the notice 
of appeal is deemed filed on the date of the Express Mail 
certificate: 

Box 8 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Attention: Office of the Solicitor 


C. By hand (on or before the due date) to the Office of the 
Solicitor. The Office of the Solicitor is located at: 
Crystal Park Il 
Suite 918 
2121 Crystal Drive 
Arlington, Va. 


D. By facsimile transmission to the Office of the Solicitor. 
The telephone number for accessing the Office of the Solicitor 
facsimile machine is (703) 557-9373. A notice of appeal will 
be deemed timely filed on the date the facsimile transmission 
is received by the Office of the Sclicitor, provided an original 
notice of appeal is subsequently received in either of the fol- 
lowing ways: 


(1) An original, signed copy of the notice of appeal is 
actually received in the Office of the Solicitor within five cal- 
endar days of the facsimile transmission; or, 

(2) An original, signed copy of the notice of appeal is mailed 
by “Express Mail” (U.S. Postal Service only) under 37 CFR 
§ 1.10 on the day of the facsimile transmission. 


The facsimile machine for receiving a notice of appeal is 
located in the Office of the Solicitor and is staffed during the 
business hours of 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, excluding holidays. Due to possible equipment failure 
or maintenance requirements, precautions must be taken when 
relying on the availability of this service near the end of the 
time for filing a notice of appeal. 


March 22, 1990 FRED E. McKELVEY 


Solicitor 


{1113 TMOG 29] 


(139) Service of Court Papers on the Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 


Court papers other than a notice of appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit may be served on the Com- 
missioner in either of the following ways: 


A. By hand between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. at the Office 
of the Solicitor, located in Crystal Park II, Suite 918, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, Va. 


B. By mail in an envelope addressed as follows: 
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Office of the Solicitor 
P.O. Box 15667 
Arlington, Va. 22215 


While the above mail service address may be supplemetned 
to include the name of the particular attorney assigned to the 
court case, it must not be supplemented to refer to either the 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks or the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO). 

Court papers mailed to an address other than the above mail 
service address and court papers delivered by hand are deemed 
to have been served on the Commissioner when actually re- 
ceived in the Office of the Solicitor. 

Papers which are not court papers and are intended to be filed 
in the PTO in connection with an application or other proceeding 
pending in the Office shall not be mailed to the Solicitor’s mail 
service address. Any such papers which are mailed to the So- 
licitor’s mail service address will not be considered to have been 
filed in the PTO. Instead, all such papers will be returned. No 
exceptions will be made to this policy. 

Mar. 22, 1990 FRED E. McKELVEY 


Solicitor. 
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This notice was originally prepared by the Solicitor and 
Associate Solicitor Richard E. Schafer for presentation at the 
Eighth Annual Judicial Conference of the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the Federal Circuit. The notice discusses litigation philoso- 
phy of the Office of the Solicitor of the Patent and Trademark 
Office and other matters which may be helpful to appellants 
and others seeking judicial review of PTO decisions in the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 

October 5, 1990 FRED E. McKELVEY 


Solicitor 


I. Introduction 

This notice discusses the philosophy of the Office of the 
Solicitor when representing the Commissioner before the Fed- 
eral Circuit and other courts. The notice is also designed to assist 
appellants and others seeking judicial review of Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO) decisions in the Federal Circuit. Much 
of what is said in the notice is also applicable to those instances 
where judicial review is sought of PTO decisions in a district 
court. 


Il. Solicitor’s litigation philosophy 
The Office of the Solicitor and its attorneys start with the 
proposition that justice is done when the right result is reached. 
The Solicitor is not an advocate who needs to win to be satisfied. 
Rather, the public interest is served when: 
(1) a patent issues on a patentable invention; 
(2) a patent’ is refused on an unpatentable invention; 
(3) a trademark is registered if entitled to registration under 
Title 15; 
(4) a trademark is refused registration if not entitled to regis- 
tration under Title 15; or 
(5) PTO rules are properly applied within PTO and by review- 
ing courts. 
Our litigation philosophy is expressed in Berger v. United 
States, 295 U.S. 78, 88 (1935): 


The . . . [Government attorney] is the 
representative not of an ordinary party to a 
controversy, but of a sovereignty whose 
obligation to govern impartially is as compelling as 
its obligation to govern at all; 
and whose interest . . . is not that it shall 
win a case, but that justice shall be done. As 
such, he is in a peculiar and very definite 
sense the servant of the law, the twofold aim of 
which is that guilt shall not escape or 
innocence suffer. 
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The Office of the Solicitor does more than simply “defend” 
an appeal. Rather, it will determine whether: 

(a) appeals are ripe for judicial consideration; 

(b) there are steps a party might take in PTO to obviate the 
appeal, e.g., amendments which might be made to claims 
to conform an argument to the subject matter being claimed 
—we often find that arguments in a brief are based 
on limitations which do not appear in the claims; 

(c) there is material not in the record which might provide 
a full answer to an argument —particularly a new one — 
made in a brief; and/or 

(d) the deciding official or board should be approached to 
see if it wishes to reevaluate its decision in view of a change 
in the law, a credible argument that the decision may not 
be correct, or a matter which may have been overlooked. 

Most of the time, it takes more effort to implement this 
philosophy than it would take simply to brief and argue a matter. 

Generally, in a Federal Circuit matter, the Office of the 
Solicitor — apart from designating an appendix —does not “get 
deeply into” a case until appellant’s brief is filed. Exceptions 
occur, i.e., inter partes patent and trademark cases where the 
board opinion is reviewed to see if an amicus brief might be 
appropriate to assist the Federal Circuit with PTO practice. ' This 
is not to say that an appellant should not feel free to discuss 
an appeal with an attorney in the Solicitor’s Office. But, ordi- 
narily in an ex parte case, we do not spend time until we see 
appellant’s brief. The reason is that a large number of appeals 
are simply dismissed without the need for us to do much, if any, 
work. 

Table 1, below, shows the disposition of appeals from October 
1985 through April 1990. About 23%, i.e., 146, of the cases 
were dismissed with little, if any, work having been done by 
the Office of the Solicitor on the appeal. If we conducted a review 
of all appeals when filed, our Federal Circuit “workload” would 
increase about 23%. We do not have the resources to effectively 
carry on 23% more work. 

We find a lot of cases are not ripe or otherwise ready for 
judicial review. When we determine that more work needs to 
be done before the Federal Circuit should consider a case, we 
generally move to remand. Fed. Cir. R. 27(c) provides that a 
remand generally should be requested prior to briefing. How- 
ever, since we generally cannot efficiently take up cases until 
appellant’s brief is filed, we now file motions to remand along 
with our brief. A merits panel is then in a position to evaluate 
whether it should hear the case on the merits or order a 
remand. 

There are a variety of reasons why we seek remands. 


Table 1 

Disposition of cases in the Courts of Appeals 
in which the Solicitor has appeared 
October 1985 through September 1990 

Pat ™ Total 
Disposed cases: 
Affirmed 300 347 
Modified 10 10 
Reversed 64 
Remanded? 48 
Dismissed 146 
Amicus/intervene 9 
Examiner testimony 1 
Transfer 6 
Mandamus granted 0 
Mandamus granted-in-Part 1 


' See e.g., Fujiie v. Verhagen, Fed. Cir. No. 89-1126; Hahn v. 
Wong. 13 USPQ2d 1211 (Bd. Pat. App. & Int.), aff'd, 892 F.2d 
1028, 13 USPQ2d 1313 (Fed. Cir. 1989); Perkins v. Kwon, 886 
F.2d 325, 12 USPQ2d 1308 (Fed. Cir. 1989); and Winkler v. 
Guglielmino, Fed. Cir. No. 89-1571. See also Copelands’ Enter- 
prises. Inc. v. CNV, Inc., 887 F.2d 1065, 12 USPQ2d 1562 (Fed. 
Cir. 1989) (en banc) and Kellogg Co. v. Pack’em Enterprises, 
Inc., Fed. Cir. No. 90-1336. 

? Approximately 80% of the remands were ordered based on 
motions to remand filed by the Office of the Solicitor. See the 
discussion on remands, infra. 

> All transfers were from a regional court of appeals to the 
Federal Circuit. 
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Mandamus denied 6 2 8 

Mandamus dismissed 3 0 3 

Totals: 541 102 643 
A. 

An appellant may argue that a certain feature of a claim is 
not shown in the prior art. Such an argument may prompt us 
to determine whether the feature is known. If we find the feature, 
we will probably ask for a remand for the purpose of making 
an additional rejection.‘ In like manner, based on our respective 
backgrounds or other cases handled by the Office of the Solicitor, 
we may know of prior art which strengthens a rejection.* 

B 


Similarly, an appellant may argue that a certain fact is true. 
Upon looking into the matter, we have found literature from 
the appellant’s assignee or other evidence which, in our 
opinion, demonstrates that the argument may not be factually 
correct.® Since the literature or other evidence is not part of the 
record, we have asked for a remand so that the case may be 


fully developed before a merits panel is required to consider the 
case. We have also filed a brief on the merits asking the Federal 
Circuit to take judicial notice of a fact while concurrently filing 
a contingent motion to remand in the event the merits panel 
believes that judicial notice is not appropriate.’ 

_ 


We have had cases where the sole issue is whether a Rule 
131, 37 CFR § 1.131, affidavit is sufficient to antedate a ref- 
erence. When the sufficiency of a Rule 131 affidavit is in issue, 
we search for a foreign or other equivalent statutory bar. When 
an equivalent statutory bar is found, we move to remand sug- 
gesting that the issue on appeal may well be moot.* 

D 


In re Steele, 305 F.2d 859, 134 USPQ 292 (CCPA 1962), 
suggests that indefiniteness should be taken care of prior to 
considering obviousness. There have been cases in which the 
claims are so indefinite that judicial review of an obviousness 
issue simply would not make sense. Remands, over appellant’s 
objection, have been ordered.’ 

E. 

There have been occasions where the Board, TTAB, or the 
Commissioner decides to change or reconsider a decision. A 
change of decision can occur, inter alia, due to: 

1. new “law” as announced in a court or administrative 
decision," or 

2. a deciding official or tribunal determines that: 

(a) a decision may not be correct, 

(b) a matter was overlooked,'' or 

(c) a decision otherwise needs to be reconsidered.'? 
F. 

There have been cases where, although not argued by the 
appellant, it did not make sense to apply existing law in a 
particular context. We have moved to remand. In one instance, 
the Board reconsidered its position, established new law, and 
granted relief.” 


* In re Yashuhara, Fed. Cir. No. 85-889. The reference added on 
remand was relied upon by the Federal Circuit in a later decision affirming 
the rejection made on remand. Jn re Yashuhara, Fed. Cir. No. 86-1634. See 
also In re Merz, Fed. Cir. No. 86-615, and R. D. Werner Co. v. Quigg, Civil 
Action No. 85-0945 (D.D.C.). 

‘See e.g., Inre Trogan, Fed. Cir. No. 85-2724, Flexiwatt v. Quigg, Civil 
Action No. 86-2666 (D.D.C.), in re Nilssen, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1349, In re 
Nilssen, Fed. Cir. No. 87 1392, and Hepar Chimie v. Mossinghoff, Civil 
Action No. 85-1912 (D.D.C.). 

®In re Weitz, Fed. Cir. No. 85-879; In re Lowrance Electronics, Inc., 
Fed. Cir. No. 88-1180.’ in re Klang, Fed. Cir. No. 85-2825. 

® In re Lockner, Fed. Cir. No. 86-1269. 

* In re Jacobs, Fed. Cir. No. 85-2210. 

'° In re Eastin, Fed. Cir. No. 90-1439. 

"' In re Giordano, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1029; In re Raleigh Stores Corp., 
Fed. Cir. No. 87-1183; In re Whaleco, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1522. 

" In re Brown, Fed. Cir. No. 86-617; Groz v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 
87-1340 (D.D.C.); London Laboratories v. Commissioner, Civil Action 
No. 86-0914 (D.D.C.); Hashimoto v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 86-1595 
(D.D.C.); and Katrapat AG v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 87-0250 (D.D.C.). 

'S Papst-Motoren GMbH & Co. v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 86-1168 
(D.D.C.). The Board's decision on remand is published. Ex Parte Papst- 
Motoren, 1 USPQ2d 1655 (Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 1986). 
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G. 

In its opinion, the Board — without entering a new ground 
of rejection under Rule 196(b), 37 CFR § 1.196 — may suggest 
that if there is to be further prosecution, an examiner may wish 
to look into several possible rejections. Generally in such a case 
the appellant will abandon or refile under 35 U.S.C. § 120. On 
occasion, however, an appellant will seek judicial review. Or- 
dinarily, we seek remands in such a case in order to avoid 
piecemeal judicial review.'* 

H. 

We had one case in which an appellant “dropped” an appeal 
as to all but a dependent claim —only the independent claim 
had been discussed in appellant’s brief to the Board and the 
Board discussed only the independent claim. We sought a 
remand — after the appeilant’s brief had been filed —so that 
PTO could articulate a rationale as to the sole claim left in 
appeal." Alternatively, we could have argued the appeal on the 
basis of the independent claim. However, in the context of the 
particular case, that alternative did not make sense. 

1. 

We had a case where the application on appeal was deemed 
to be abandoned. We moved to remand to clarify the status of 
the application.’ We also had a trademark appeal in which 
registration in the United States could not occur until registration 
took place abroad.'’ Obviously, there was no reason to proceed 
in the Federal Circuit until registration occurred in the foreign 
country. When an appeal is taken in a trademark case, we always 
check to be sure that the registration relied upon is “alive.” 
Appellant also should be sure that the registration has not 
expired. In one trademark appeal, the likelihood of confusion 
issue became moot on appeal when we discovered that the 
registration cited against the appellant expired without being 
renewed. 

Most attorneys representing appellants will agree to a re- 
mand when approached by an attorney in the Office of the 
Solicitor — regardless of the time a suggestion to remand is 
made. A remand saves appellant, the Federal Circuit and our 
office time and money and in the long run contributes to the 
effective administration of justice within PTO and the Federal 


Circuit. In some cases, our motions to remand have been op- 
posed. In one published opinion, an opposed motion was pranted 


notwithstanding appellant has filed its principal brief;'* in an- 
other opinion, relief was denied.'* It appears the Federal Circuit 
has adopted, as a general rule, the latter opinion. See Fed. Cir. 
R. 27(c). 

We will not attempt to reconcile Fed. Cir. R. 27(c) with what 
we regard to be the better policy expressed in Jn re Gould. We 
will point eut, however, that if an appeal proceeds in the face 
of a motion to remand, 

(a) an appellant will have to spend money to have its 
attorney appear for oral argument, 

(b) the merits panel will have to spend time preparing for 
oral argument, holding oral argument, and writing an opinion, 

(c) PTO will have to expend resources preparing for and 
presenting oral argument, and 

(d) prosecution on the merits may be reopened after a 
mandate is entered if a viable rejection remains to be con- 
sidered. 


See Tofe v. Winchell, 645 F.2d 58, 63 [headnote 6] , 209 USPQ 379, 
384 (CCPA 1981). See also Paradis v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 87-1486 
(D.D.C.) and Clough v. Quigg, Civil Action No. 87-2304 (D.D.C.). 

'S In re Hyatt, Fed. Cir. No. 85-2224. 

"© In re Goodman, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1056. The Commissioner’ s decision 
reviving the application is reported. Jn re Goodman, 3 USPQ2d 1866 
(Comm’r Pat. 1987). See also In re Greven, Fed. Cir. No. 87-2341 

"" In re Matsushita Electric, Fed. Cir. No. 89-1526. 

'* In re Gould, 673 F.2d 1385, 213 USPQ 628 (CCPA 1982). Relief in 
this case was ultimately granted in PTO. Ex parte Gould, 6 USPQ2d 1680 
(Bd. Pat. App. & Int. 1987). 

"In re Hester, 838 F.2d 1193, 5 USPQ2d 1832 (Fed. Cir. 1988). Relief 
on the merits was ultimately granted by the Federal Circuit in an unpub- 
lished opinion.. 
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It is possible, of course, that we might prevail on the merits, 
thereby obviating any need for a remand. However, if we do 
not prevail, PTO can — and often does — reopen prosecution 
of the application upon entry of the Federal Circuit’s mandate 
to consider the matter raised by a motion to remand.” 

Sometimes an appellant will decide to file a second appli- 
cation, i.e., a continuation application or another trademark 
application, and simultaneously pursue the appeal. We believe 
appellant has a responsibility to call our attention to the fact 
that a second application has been filed. Knowledge of the 
second application is material to steps we might take. 

First, perhaps any appeal (or civil action) should be suspended 
pending outcome of proceedings on the second application or 
dismissed without prejudice to another appeal in the event a final 
adverse Board decision is entered in the second application. In 
effect, by filing a second application, appellant admits that there 
are available administrative remedies and that those remedies 
have not been exhausted. 

Second, it is in PTO’s best interest that the examiner handling 
the second application be aware of the existence of an appeal. 
The examiner may ask our office for assistance, as may the 
Board, during prosecution of the second application. 


Ill. Notice of appeal 

Recent amendments have been made to conform PTO prac- 
tice as much as possible to Fed. R. App. 4. See 54 Fed. Reg. 
29548 (July 13, 1989), reprinted in, 1105 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 
5 (Aug. 1, 1989). 


A. Time for appeal 
If an appeal from a PTO decision to the Federal Circuit is 
authorized by law, the time for filing a notice of appeal in PTO 
was changed in August 1989 to two (2) months or 60 days, 
whichever is longer. The time for seeking judicial review by 
civil action under 35 U.S.C. §§ 145 or 146 is also two (2) months 
or 60 days, whichever is longer. 

The filing of a request for reconsideration in PTO tolls the 
time for filing a notice of appeal. After a decision on re- 
consideration is entered in PTO, the two month period begins 
to run. 

The time for appeal to the Federal Circuit is set by the 
Commissioner. 35 U.S.C. § 142; 15 U.S.C. § 1071(a)(2). The 
period for appeal must be at least 60 days. A notice of final 
rule was effective in August 1989 setting the time for appeal 
to two months or 60 days — whichever is longer. The dichotomy 
which used to exist between the 60-day period for initial de- 
cisions and the 30-day period for decisions on reconsideration”! 
no longer exists. 


B. Cross appeals 
In inter partes cases, a cross-appeal may be filed within 
fourteen (14) days of service of an appeal or two months after 
the PTO decision being appealed, whichever is later. 


C. Requests to extend time to appeal 

A request for an extension of time to file a notice of appeal 
before the appeal period expires can be granted by the Com- 
missioner upon a showing of good cause. 

A request after the appeal period expires must establish 
excusable neglect. The “excusable neglect” standard applied by 
PTO is the same as that applied by the courts of appeals. 

All requests for an extension of time to appeal should be 
directed to the attention of the Office of the Solicitor. 


D. Where to file a notice of appeal 
The original notice must be filed in PTO — filing only in 
the Federal Circuit does not perfect an appeal. However, a copy 
must also be filed in the Federal Circuit. Fed. Cir. R. 15. A copy 
of the decision being appealed, and any decision on reconsid- 
eration, should be attached to the copy of the notice of appeal 
filed in PTO and with the Federal Circuit. 
The original notice may be filed in any of the following ways: 
1. By hand-delivery to the Office of the Solicitor between 
8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. at: 


» In re Ruschig, 379 F.2d 990, 154 USPQ 118 (CCPA 1967); In re 
Fisher, 448 F.2d 1406, 171 USPQ 292 (CCPA 1971). 
2" 37 CFR § 1.304(a) (1989); 37 CFR § 2.145(d) (1989). 
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Office of the Solicitor 
2121 Crystal Drive 
Suite 918 

Arlington, Virginia 


2. By first-class mail addressed to: 
Box 8 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Attention: Office of the Solicitor 


3. By Express Mail under 37 CFR § 
Box 8 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Attention: Office of the Solicitor 


1.10 addressed to: 


A certificate of mailing under 37 CFR § 1.8 cannot be used 
to file a notice of appeal. A notice of appeal filed in PTO using 
a certificate of mailing under 37 CFR § 1.8 is deemed filed when 
received in PTO. In re Thrifty Corp., 231 USPQ 560 (Comm’r 
Pat. 1986). 

A notice of appeal mailed to the Solicitor’s Postal Box in 
Arlington, Virginia is deemed filed when received in the Office 
of the Solicitor. 


E. Content of notice of appeal 

A notice of appeal should identify all parties appealing. Fed. 
R. App. P. 15(a). See Torres v. Oakland Scavenger Co., 487 
U.S. 312, 317 (1988) [ construing similar requirement of Fed. 
R. App. P. 3(c)]} . 

Thus, in a case where there are joint inventors, the notice of 
appeal should identify all inventors. The notice of appeal should 
not identify John Doe et al. as appellants; rather, it should 
identify as appellants all named inventors, i.e., “John Doe and 
Richard Roe appeal... .” 

A notice of appeal need simply state that: 

John Doe and Richard Roe appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit from a final decision entered 
by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences on June 15, 
1990, and from a decision on reconsideration entered by the 
Board on July 15, 1990. 

There is no need to give reasons in the notice of appeal. See 
37 CFR §§ 1.4 and 1.5 for material which should appear in the 
“heading” of the notice of appeal. 


IV. Transmittal of certified list 

After a notice of appeal is received, a determination is made 
whether the notice was timely filed. 

Appellant will be advised if the appeal is untimely. Fed. Cir. 
R. 15(b)(1) governs proceedings when a notice of appeal is not 
timely filed: 

If the Commissioner notifies the clerk that the notice 
of appeal was not timely, the clerk shall order the appellant 
to show cause why the appeal should not be dismissed, and 
thereupon refer the response to the court. 

In order to properly respond to the Federal Circuit, an ap- 
pellant may wish to file a request for an extension of time, which 
should be filed in the Office of the Solicitor, and establish that 
the untimely filing of the notice of appeal was a result of 
excusable neglect. Any decision on the request will be copied 
to the Clerk of the Federal Circuit for such action as may be 
appropriate. A decision by the Commissioner granting a request 
to extend the time for filing the notice of appeal will discharge 
the show cause order entered by the Clerk. 

A certified list, consisting of the contents of the application, 
interference, opposition, cancellation, or other proceeding is 
copied and forwarded to the Federal Circuit with a statement 
indicating whether the notice of appeal was considered timely 
filed. In ex parte patent appeals the certified list usually does 
not include the contents to any “parent” applications unless the 
application involved in the appeal is a “file wrapper continu- 
ation” under 37 CFR § 1.62. 

A copy of the certified list is mailed to the appellant or, in 
the case of an inter partes proceeding, all parties. 

In ex parte patent or trademark appeals, an attorney in the 
Office of the Solicitor is assigned to the appeal at the time the 
certified list is forwarded to the Federal Circuit. Counsel for 
appellant should initiate a discussion with the Solicitor’s Office 
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attorney assigned to the case to determine the contents of the 
appendix. 

Upon receipt of the certified list, the appeal will be docketed 
by the Federal Circuit. An appeal number is assigned to each 
appeal by the Federal Circuit. Appellant’s 60-day period for 
filing a brief runs from the later of the date the appeal is docketed 
by the Federal Circuit or the certified list is served. Fed. Cir. 
R. 31(a). Since the appeal is docketed after the certified list is 
served in the case of PTO appeals, the 60-day period almost 
always runs from the date the appeal is docketed. 


V. Service of court papers on the Solicitor 
The mail service address for the Solicitor is: 
Office of the Solicitor 
P. 0. Box 15667 
Arlington, Virginia 22215 

Only litigation papers should be mailed to the Post Office 
box address. Other papers intended for filing in PTO should 
be addressed as specified in 37 CFR § 1.1. Non-litigation pa- 
pers will be returned and will not be forwarded to the Mail 
Room. 

Litigation papers not served by hand must be mailed to our 
Post Office box. Litigation papers mailed or delivered to the 
Mail Room of PTO, left in PTO’s night deposit box, or left with 
aPTOemployee in an office other than the Office of the Solicitor, 
are deemed served when received in the Office of the Solicitor. 

The Office of the Solicitor is open from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. Litigation papers served by hand must be delivered between 
8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. to: 

Office of the Solicitor 

2121 Crystal Drive 

Suite 918 

Arlington, Virginia 

Unless permitted by court rules or order, delivery does not 
include facsimile transmission. 


VI. Motions 

Motions are inevitable in Federal Circuit and other court 
practice. Before a motion is filed, appellant should contact the 
Solicitor’s Office to see if there is agreement on the requested 
relief and the proposed order. If there is no opposition to a 
procedural order, it can be entered by the Clerk, thereby ob- 
taining prompt relief and obviating the need for a judge or 
motions panel to consider the matter. 


VII. Appendix 
A. Designation 
The Office of the Solicitor typically designates the following 
items for inclusion in the appendix in addition to the mandatory 
items specified in Fed. Cir. R. 30. 
In ex parte patent cases, we generally designate: 
(1) the specification; 
(2) any drawings; 
(3) the prior art supporting the rejection; 
(4) the final rejection and any Office action referenced in 
the final rejection; 
(5) the examiner’s answer; and 
(6) any evidence submitted to support patentability. 
In ex parte trademark cases, we generally designate: 
(1) the trademark application, including the drawing; 
(2) specimens; 
(3) the trademark examining attorney’s statement; and 
(4) registrations supporting the refusal and any other evi- 
dence relied upon by the examining attorney or 
the TTAB. 


It should be noted that Fed. Cir. R. 30(a)(2)(iii) prohibits the 
inclusion of briefs filed by an applicant in PTO without leave 
of the court. However, the examiner’s answer and examining 
attorney’s statement may be designated and included without 
leave. Fed. Cir. R. 30(a)(2). 

While the items in the appendix differ from case to case, a 
typical appendix in an ex parte patent appeal contains the 
following items in the following order: 

(1) table of contents; 

(2) the initial decision of the Board; 

(3) any decision on reconsideration; 

(4) a copy of the certified list, which corresponds to the 
docket entries mentioned in Fed. R. App. P. 29(a)(1)] ; 
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(5) the specification; 

(6) the final rejection; 

(7) the examiner’s answer; 

(8) any prior art relied upon by PTO; 

(9) any rebuttal evidence, e.g., affidavits under Rule 131, 
37 CFR § 1.131, or Rule 132, 37 CFR § 1.132; and 
(10) a copy of the rejected claims. 


With respect to the last item, Fed. Cir. R. 30(a)(3) provides: 
In appeals from . . . [ PTO] , the appendix shall, 
unless the parties mutually agree to the contrary, 
include a copy of all rejected claims in an ex parte 
patent appeal, a copy of all counts in a patent 
interference appeal, and both a copy of the trademark 
sought to be registered or cancelled and a copy of 
any registration relied upon to refuse or oppose 
registration or to seek cancellation of a registered 
mark in an ex parte or an inter partes trademark 
appeal. 

If the material designated as the appendix exceeds 100 pages, 

a draft copy of the appendix, with page numbers, should be sent 
to the Office of the Solicitor. Upon receipt, if we see any problem 
with the appendix, including any failure to comply with Federal 
Circuit rules, we promptly advise appellant. Preparation of a 
draft appendix will also insure that all briefs properly refer to 
pages of the appendix. 


B. Page numbering 

Fed. Cir. R. 30(c)(2) requires that page numbers be centered 
in the bottom margin of each page and that other pagination 
marks be redacted if necessary to avoid confusion. Numbering 
the appendix pages with a format such as “0001” generally 
avoids confusion with other page numbers. 

If the designated appendix is less than 100 pages (which 
should be copied on both the front and back), the appendix is 
bound with appellant’s principal brief. If the designated appen- 
dix is more than 100 pages, the appendix is filed separately 
within seven (7) days of the date the last reply brief is filed. 
Fed. Cir. R. 30(a)(4). 


C. Legible materials 

An appendix will often contain copies of materials which are 
illegible. In cases where counsel for an appellant does not have 
legible copies of materials which are available in PTO, contact 
the Office of the Solicitor and we will arrange to send a legible 
copy. 

Handwritten notes in the margin of counsel’s copy of Office 
actions should be removed. The proper place to argue a case 
is in a brief — not in notes in the margin. 


VII. Briefs 
A. Statement of the facts 

Fed. R. App. P. 28(a)(3) requires that an appellant file a 
statement of facts relevant to the issues presented for review. 
Fed. Cir. R. 28(b) provides that the appellee’s statement of the 
case should be limited to the specific areas of disagreement with 
those of the appellant. Absent disagreement the appellee shall 
not include a statement of the case in his brief. Jd. In our view 
these rules place the responsibility to provide a complete and 
neutral statement of facts on the appellant. Appellant should 
remember that it lost below. Hence, the “facts” are not those 
the appellant would like them to be; rather, the “facts” are those 
found by the Board. The statement of the facts in a brief is not 
the place to argue that the Board was clearly erroneous in making 
a finding of fact. 

In our experience, appellants’ statement of the facts invariably 
include argument; fail to describe all the facts relevant to the 
issues; state the facts in a light most favorable to appellant despite 
contrary findings below; or state conclusions — often without 
citation to the appendix. As a result, we typically find it necessary 
to include a detailed and, we believe, a complete and neutral 
statement of facts — with full citations to the appendix. 

We particularly note that when “new” counsel is retained to 
handle the Federal Circuit appeal, the arguments on appeal often 
bear no resemblance to the arguments made to the Board. As 
a matter of logic, it would seem that the Board could not possibly 
have erred below on the basis of an argument made for the first 
time in the Federal Circuit. See Keebler Co. v. Murray Bakery 
Products, 866 F.2d 1386, 9 USPQ2d 1736 (Fed. Cir. 1989) (since 
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Keebler failed to tell the TTAB it was interested in Murray’s 
“intent,” it could not use intent as a basis for showing “error” 
by the TTAB; prescience is not a required characteristic of the 
board and the board need not divine all possible afterthoughts 
of counsel that might be asserted for the first time on appeal). 


B. References in brief to the a 
All factual assertions made in the brief should be supported 
with citation to the appendix. How the Federal Circuit is sup- 
posed to know that an assertion is correct, when no reference 
is made to the appendix in support of the assertion, is something 
we have not been able to figure out. The Federal Circuit has 
often noted, with apparent disapproval, the absence of a citation 
to the appendix in support of a party’s position.” Failure to cite 
to the appendix may affect an attorney’s credibility before the 
Federal Circuit and diminish the impact of otherwise meritorious 
arguments. If counsel feels that it is necessary to make factual 
assertions and cannot point to the specific portion of the ap- 
pendix supporting the assertion, consideration should be given 
to refiling the application. Argument which depends on factual 
assertions not supported by the record cannot have any relevance 

to any error in the decision under review. 

Moreover, to the extent that we have influence within PTO 
to bring about a favorable result by way of settlement, we need 
to be convinced. Allegations, not supported by references to the 
appendix, are not likely to convince any attorney in the Office 
of the Solicitor of the merits of an appellant’s position. 


IX. Oral argument 
A. When we appear 

Anattorney from the Solicitor’ s Office will appear and present 
argument in cases in which the appellant intends to present oral 
argument. We wiil submit on the briefs only (1) where appellant 
submits on brief and (2) no reply brief has been filed or we 
conclude that the reply brief does not require comment at the 
oral hearing. On the other hand, if a reply brief raises a substantial 
issue, particularly a “new” issue, we will appear even if appellant 
waives oral argument. 


B. Discussing the [allegged] error 

An appellant has a burden of showing that the Board erred 
in its decision.” Factual findings below must be shown to be 
clearly erroneous,” while legal conclusions are reviewed for 
correctness or error as a matter of law.** Having only a short 
time for oral hearing, typically fifteen minutes, appellants should 
direct their remarks to the purported errors in the Board’s 
decision. Based upon the 60 to 80 cases we argue annually, we 
can assure appellants that Federal Circuit merits panels are 
familiar with the record and the proceedings under review. 
Counsel may not want to use part of the 15 minutes normally 
allocated for oral argument by: 

(1) explaining that the case is an appeal from the Patent 
and Trademark Office (the merits panel already knows that 
because the briefs have been _read), 

(2) identifying the appellant or assignee (because 
essentially irrelevant), 

(3) reviewing the facts of the case, etc. 

However, counsel should be thoroughly familiar with the 
record and be prepared to identify the portions which support 
their arguments. 

We suggest oral argument by an appellant should start by 
saying “The error below was . . .” and here’s why. 


it is 


2 See e.g., Datascope Corp. v. SMEC. Inc., 879 F.2d 820, 827, 11 
USPQ2d 1321, 1325 (Fed. Cir. 1989), cert. denied, 110 S.Ct. 729 (1990) 

2 In re Durden, 763 F.2d 1406, 1409, 226 USPQ 359, 361 (Fed. Cir. 
1985) (The burden is on appellant to persuade the court that the Board was 
wrong). 

* Stock Pot Restaurant v. Stockpot, Inc., 737 F.2d 1576, 1578, 222 
USPQ 665, 667 (Fed. Cir. 1984) (findings of fact of the TTAB are 
reviewed under the clearly erroneous standard); Jn re Caveney, 761 F.2d 
671, 674, 225 USPQ 1, 3 (Fed. Cir. 1985)(findings of fact by the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences are reviewed under the clearly 
erroneous standard). 

* In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988).. 
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C. Visual aides 

Fed. Cir. R. 34(c) encourages the use of visual aids. If the 
visual aid was not used during the administrative proceeding, 
written notice of the proposed use must be given at least 15 days 
prior to the hearing. Any written objections must be filed at least 
5 days before the hearing. The rule also provides that counsel 
may agree on the use of visual aids. 

Whether or not we will agree depends on the particular facts. 
We ordinarily do not disagree with enlargements (“blow- ups”) 
of portions of the record. Where the proposed visual aid is not 
part of the record, we will not agree until we have had an 
opportunity to see the visual aid. 

X. Petitions for rehearing 

Petitions for rehearing can be useful if properly used. But, 
in our experience, petitions for rehearing filed by appellants 
simply reargue the case. We do not believe this is a proper 
function of a petition for rehearing. 

Generally we will file a petition for rehearing only when (a) 
we believe the merits panel has made a genuine mistake — not 
merely a “judgment” call which happens to differ from our 
judgment, or (b) even where the result is correct, an opinion 
contains language which we believe will seriously and adversely 
affect PTO’s ability to properly and effectively administer the 
patent or trademark laws. See Markey, “Semantic Antics in 
Patent Cases,” 88 F.R.D. 103, 108 (1980) (suggesting rehearing 
should be requested to modify opinion language which confuses 
the law of patents). 

We suggest, and do not believe, that there is such a thing as 
a “routine” petition for rehearing. A truly extraordinary 
situation must exist before a petition for rehearing can be deemed 
proper.”° The Office of the Solicitor has been relatively suc- 
cessful with petitions for rehearing. In a 20-year period before 
the CCPA and Federal Circuit, we can recall filing approxi- 
mately 12 petitions for rehearing. Some form of relief has been 
granted in nine, i.e., claims found patentable in the original 
decision were found unpatentable on rehearing,” language was 
changed in the opinion,” relief was granted in part,” etc. 


XI. Issuance of mandates/termination of proceedings 

As provided in Fed. R. App. P. 41(a), the Court’s mandate 
usually issues 21 days after the entry of its decision. A request 
for rehearing stays the mandate until seven days after an order 
by the merits panel denying rehearing. Unless there are allow- 
able claims or the Court’s decision requires further proceedings 
by the Office, the receipt of the mandate by PTO “terminates 
the proceedings” for purposes of continuity under 35 U.S.C. § 
120. 37 CFR § 1.197(c), 54 Fed. Reg. 29548, 29552 (July 13, 
1989) reprinted in, 1105 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 5,9 (Aug. 1, 1989). 
If an appellant contemplates filing a “continuing” application, 
it should be filed prior to the receipt of the mandate by PTO 
to preserve the benefit of the filing date of the parent application. 
Proceedings terminate on receipt of the mandate, not upon the 
expiration of the period for applying for certiorari to the Supreme 
Court. * 


6 In the case of a suggestion for rehearing en banc, we obtain approval 
from the Solicitor General 

”” In re Tiffin, 448 F.2d 791, 171 USPQ 294 (CCPA 1971).* Parks v. 
Fine, 773 F.2d 1577, 227 USPQ 432 (Fed. Cir. 1985), opinion amended, 
783 F.2d 1036, 228 USPQ 677 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

2% Newman v. Quigg, 877 F.2d 1575, 11 USPQ2d 1340 (Fed. Cir.), 
reh’g on costs granted in part, 886 F.2d 329 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

* In re Jones, 542 F.2d 65, 69, 191 USPQ 249, 252 (CCPA 1976) 
(when PTO receives CCPA mandate, proceedings in patent application 
are terminated); Continental Can Co. v. Schuyler, 326 F. Supp. 283, 168 
USPQ 625 (D.D.C. 1970) (proceedings terminate within meaning of 35 
U.S.C. § 120 when mandate of CCPA was issued). See also In re Willis, 
537 F.2d 513, 515, 190 USPQ 327, 329 (CCPA 1976). Once a mandate 
is issued, it is our experience that a motion to withdraw the mandate 
to secure “copendency” with a continuation will not be granted. In re 
Iwashita, Fed. Cir. No. 90-1162, In re Nakahama, Fed. Cir. No. 90-1166, 
and Jn re Nakahama, Fed. Cir. No. 90-1187. 
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XII. Costs 

In ex parte patent and trademark appeals from PTO, costs 
are not awarded for or against the Commissioner. See Fed. Cir. 
Practice Note to Fed. Cir. R. 39.*' Hence, we do not file bills 
of costs in ex parte cases. 


1120 TMOG 22] 


(141) Helpful Hints 

f Correspondence with Certificate of Mailing Delivered by 
Commerical Carrier — The benefits of 37 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 apply 
only to documents delivered to the PTO by the U.S. Postal 
Service. 

A number of instances have been uncovered where individu- 
als are certifying that documents were deposited with the U.S. 
Postal Service when, in fact, the documents were hand carried 
or delivered to the PTO via commerical mail service, e.g., 
“Federal Express,” “DHL,” “Purolator,” “Air Borne,” “UPS’,” 
etc. In those instances where documents include a certificate 
of mailing under 37 CFR 1.8 or 1.10, but were delivered to the 
PTO by other than U.S. Postal Service, Mail Room personnel 
are placing a notice indicating that fact on the correspondence 
involved to alert PTO personnel that the benefits of 37 CFR 1.8 
or 1.10 do not apply. 


[1080 TMOG 6] 


(142) Helpful Hints 
f Certificate of Mailing AND Return Post Card — Use of the 
Certificate of Mailing Procedure is strongly encouraged. 

37 CFR 1.8(a) provides for the use of a Certificate of Mailing 
on most correspondence with the PTO, whereby the correspon- 
dence (and/or fee) will be considered as timely filed if deposited 
with the U.S. Postal Service within the set time period. Consistent 
use of this procedure is extremely beneficial to practitioners, 
whether or not the Post Card Receipt provision of MPEP 503 
is used. 

In those instances where the PTO never receives the corre- 
spondence, no post card receipt will be available to evidence 
the filing and/or timeliness of the correspondence. However, 
in those instances where a Certificate of Mailing is properly used, 
37 CFR 1.8(b) provides relief, even if the correspondence is 
not received in the PTO at all. Under 37 CFR 1.8(b) the party 
who forwarded the correspondence need only (1) inform the 
PTO of the previous mailing of the correspondence, (2) supply 
a copy of the previously mailed correspondence and Certificate, 
and (3) include a declaration which adequately attests to the 
previous timely mailing. 
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(143) Trademark Mail 

Mail or packages destined for Trademark organizations may 
be sent through the United States Postal Service, a courier 
service, or hand carried to the office. 

With the recent move of the PTO’s trademark operations to the 
South Tower building, it has come to our attention that docu- 
ments are being delayed as a result of trademark users mailing 
documents to the street address of the South Tower building. 
Mail which is addressed in this manner will not be delivered by 
the Postal Service. Instead, the mail is forwarded to the Post 
Office in Washington, DC and then delivered to the PTO Mail 
Room, which is Crystal Plaza 2. 

All mail related to Trademarks should be sent to the following 
address: 


*! See also In re Kochan, Fed. Cir. No. 83-502 (May 25, 1983); in 
re Lobdell, Fed. Cir. No. 83-674 (Sept. 22, 1983); In re Piasecki, Fed. 
Cir. No. 84-775 (Nov. 9, 1984); In re Shivvers, Fed. Cir. No. 85-1544 
(Dec. i9, 1985); In re Wrenn, Fed. Cir. No. 86-743 (July 17, 1986); 
and In re Dow Chemical, Fed. Cir. No. 87-1406 (Feb. 11, 1988). 
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Commissioner of Patent and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 


The PTO has established special boxes for expedited process- 
ing and distribution of specific types of documents. The follow- 
ing special boxes have been established for Trademark-related 
documents: 


Box TRADEMARK - 


New trademark application and 
APPLICATION 


associated papers and fees 
Box 9 Coupon order for copies of U.S. 
patents and trademarks 

Box 10 Orders for certified copies of 
patent and trademark applications. 
Box ITU All intent to use documents, ex- 
cluding the initial application and 
amendments to alleged use 


Documents being sent to one of these special boxes should be 
addressed as follows: 


Box 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, DC 20231 


Please bear in mind these boxes are designated to handle a 
particular type of document(s), and procedures are in effect to 
ensure proper handling of that type document. Therefore, you 
should not include documents other than those designated for the 
particular box in the envelope since those documents may be 
delayed in processing. 


Packages or envelopes sent by courier or delivery service 
should be delivered to the PTO Mail Room at the following 
address: 


Crystal Plaza 2 Building, Room 1A01 
2011 Jefferson Davis Highway 
Arlington, Va. 22202 


To ensure documents receive appropriate and timely pro-- 
cessing, do not have mail sent or packages delivered to the South 
Tower Building. 
Feb. 11, 1992 THERESA A. BRELSFORD 

Assistant Commissioner for 
Public Services and Administration 


[1136 TMOG 22} 


(144) Changes in How Papers May be Filed 


in the Patent and Trademark Office 


Beginning April 21, 1992, an improved service will be offered 
to people who wish to file papers directly with the Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO) by extending the hours of operation for 
the Attorneys’ Window located in Room 1B03 of Crystal Plaza 
Building 2, Arlington, Virginia. The current hours of operation 
are from 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, except 
Federal holidays within the District of Columbia. The change 
will extend the hours of operation until 12:00 midnight on 
Monday through Friday, except holidays, on a trial basis. If, after 
six months, usage does not warrant retaining operations until 
midnight, the hours of operation will be reduced. 

This change will provide walk-up, personalized service to 
firms and individuals who are filing documents with the PTO. 
The PTO will continue to stamp postcard-type receipts to ac- 
knowledge the receipt of papers filed at the Attorneys’ Window. 

Also, effective on April 21, 1992, the PTO is discontinuing the 
use of drop boxes in the lobby of Crystal Plaza Building 3, 
Arlington, Virginia, and at the main entrance of the Department 
of Commerce Building, Washington, D.C. (37 CFR 1.6(c)) as 
means for receiving papers. 
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These changes will provide improved services with respect to 
receipt and processing of documents while, at the same time, 
overcoming problems with the present arrangement. 

Problems encountered with the present arrangement for the 
drop boxes have occasionally made it difficult to determine the 
dates of actual deposit of papers. For example, there have been 
many incidents of papers being found outside of the drop boxes 
(e.g., on the floor of the main lobby of the Department of 
Commerce Building, on the guard’s desk, on a nearby table, 
etc.). On occasion, the PTO and/or filers have been denied access 
to the drop box at the Department of Commerce by building 
security guards due to a special event taking place in the lobby. 

Provisions are also available for filing papers through the use 
of the certificate of mailing (37 CFR 1.8) and the Express Mail 
(37 CFR 1.10) procedures. 
March 17, 1992 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 

of Patents and Trademarks 
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(145) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1, 2 and 10 
[Docket No. 90671-3225] 


RIN 0651-AA55 


Changes in Signature and Filing Requirements for 
Correspondence Filed in the Patent and Trademark Office 


Agency : Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 
Action: Final Rule. 
Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent and trademark cases to: specify 
the types of correspondence which will no longer require origi- 
nal signatures; provide for facsimile transmission of certain 
correspondence to the Office; discontinue use of the drop boxes 
at Crystal Plaza Building 3 and at the Department of Commerce 
Building in Washington, D.C.; and clarify other provisions with 
respect to practice before the Office. 
Effective Dates: Nov. 22, 1993. These rules will be applicable to 
all correspondence filed with the Office on or after the effective 
date. 
For Further Information Contact: Abraham Hershkovitz by 
telephone at (703) 305-9282, by facsimile transmission at (703) 
305-8825, or by mail marked to his attention and addressed to 
Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 
Supplementary Information: Ina Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
published in the Federal Register at 57 FR 36034 (August 12, 
1992) and in the Patent and Trademark Office Official Gazette at 
1142 Off. Gaz. pat. Office 8-13 (September 1, 1992), the Office 
proposed to amend the rules of practice in patent and trademark 
cases to simplify the manner in which correspondence may be 
transmitted to the Office and clarify other provisions with respect 
to practice before the Office. This rulemaking includes changes 
to expand those situations where a party can use the Certificate 
of Mailing or Transmission procedure, and minor technical 
modifications in Part 2 of Title 37 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations which were not part of the proposed rulemaking. 

Written comments were submitted by twenty-two law firms, 
five individuals, nine corporations, two organizations and three 
agencies. An oral hearing was not conducted. 

The following includes a discussion of the rules being changed 
and the reasons for those changes, and an analysis of the com- 
ments received in response to the notice of proposed rulemaking. 


Discussion of Specific Sections to be Changed or Added: 


(1) Types of Correspondence No longer Requiring Original 
Signatures (Section 1.4) 


Section 1.4 is amended to include a new paragraph (d) to 
specify that most correspondence filed in the Office, which 
requires a person’s signature, may be an original, or a copy 
thereof. See §§ 1.4 (e) and (f) for types of correspondence where 
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the original must be filed in the Office. The word original, as used 
in this rulemaking, is defined as correspondence which is per- 
sonally signed in permanent ink by the person whose signature 
appears thereon. Where copies of correspondence are accept- 
able, photocopies or facsimile transmissions may be filed. For 
example, a photocopy or facsimile transmission of an original of 
an amendment, declaration, petition, issue fee transmittal form, 
authorization to charge a deposit account, etc., may be submitted 
in a patent or trademark application. Furthermore, where copies 
are permitted, second and further generation copies (i.e., copy of 
a copy) are acceptable. The original, if not submitted to the 
Office, should be retained as evidence of proper execution in the 
event that questions arise as to the authenticity of the signature 
reproduced on the photocopy or facsimile-transmitted corre- 
spondence. If a question of authenticity arises, the Office may 
require submission of the original. 

Section 1.4(e) identifies types of correspondence in which an 
original must be submitted to the Office. Where an original is 
required, copies are not acceptable and will not be accorded a 
receipt date. Correspondence, as referred to in this section, 
includes application forms for registration to practice before the 
Office and data sheets for the register of patent attorneys and 
agents. 

Section 1.4(f) provides that when a document that is required 
by statute to be certified must be filed (such as a certified copy of 
a foreign patent application, pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 119; a certi- 
fied copy of an international application, pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 
365; a certified copy of a foreign trademark registration, pursu- 
ant to 15 U.S.C. 1126(e); a certified copy of a final court order, 
pursuant to 15 U.S.C. 1119; or a certified copy of a U.S. 
trademark registration), a copy of the certification, including a 
photocopy or facsimile transmission, will not be acceptable. The 
requirement for an original certification does not apply to certi- 
fications such as required under §§ 1.8, 1.10, 1.60, 1.97(e) and 
3.73(b), since these certifications are not required by statute. 


(2) Identification of Applications (Section 1.5) 
Section 1.5(a) is amended to make reference to the certificate 
procedure under § 1.8 consistent with the new title for § 1.8. 


(3) Receipt of Correspondence (Section 1.6) 

A descriptive heading is added to each paragraph of § 1.6 to 
identify the content of that paragraph. 

The phrase “correspondence” is used in § 1.6 since the terms 
“papers”, “letters” and “fees” all fall within the generic defini- 
tion of “correspondence”. 

Section 1.6(a) is amended to clarify that correspondence 
transmitted by facsimile on weekends or Federal holidays within 
the District of Columbia, will be accorded the next business day 
as the date of receipt. 

Sections 1.6 (b) and (c) are amended to clarify that weekdays 
refer to any day except a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holiday 
within the District of Columbia. 

Section 1.6(c) is amended to delete reference to the box 
locations in the lobby of Crystal Plaza Building 3, Arlington, 
Virginia, and at the Department of Commerce Building in Wash- 
ington, D.C. The use of the drop boxes was discontinued on April 
21, 1992, and the hours of operation for the attorney’s window 
were extended to midnight, the same hours the drop boxes were 
available. The public can now deposit correspondence with the 
Office and obtain an acknowledgment of receipt after normal 
business hours. See “Changes in How Papers May Be Filed in the 
Patent and Trademark Office”, 1137 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 7 
(April 7, 1992). 

Use of the drop boxes at Crystal Plaza Building 3 and Depart- 
ment of Commerce Building locations had caused problems for 
both the public and the Office. Occasionally, it had been difficult 
to determine the dates of actual deposit of correspondence in the 
boxes. On occasion, Office employees and/or members of the 
public had been denied access to the drop box at the Department 
of Commerce by building security guards due to a special event 
taking place at the Department. Additionally, there were in- 
stances of correspondence being found outside of the drop boxes 
(e.g., on the floor of the main lobby of the Department of 
Commerce Building, on the guard’s desk, on a nearby table, 
etc.). As a result, on occasion, the Office lacked confidence in 
assigning correct dates of receipt to correspondence deposited in 
the boxes at Crystal Plaza Building 3 and at the Department of 
Commerce Building. Given these difficulties, and the fact that 
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the necessity for these boxes has been greatly diminished as a 
result of the facsimile transmission and certificate of mailing 
procedures, § 1 .6(c) is amended by deleting reference to the drop 
boxes at Crystal Plaza Building 3 and the Department of Com- 
merce Building. 

A new section 1.6(d) is added to specify the types of corre- 
spondence which may be transmitted by facsimile and former § 
1.6(d) is revised to be consistent with § 1.8(b) and redesignated 
as § 1.6(e). The widespread use of facsimile transmission and the 
resulting time saved in correspondence between applicants and 
the Office prompted the Office to establish a trial program to 
accept facsimile transmission of certain correspondence. The 
policy on “Filing of Certain Papers and Authorizations to Charge 
Deposit Accounts by Facsimile Transmission” was published at 
1096 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 30 (November 15, 1988) and was 
supplemented in the notice “Filing of Certain Papers with the 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences by Facsimile Trans- 
mission” published at 1 108 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 15 (November 
14, 1989). The policy on “Filing of Certain Trademark Papers 
and Authorizations to Charge Deposit Accounts by Facsimile 
Transmission” was published at 1123 Off. Gaz. TM. Office 18 
(February 12, 1991). In light of the success of the trial program, 
a policy on acceptance of facsimile transmission is incorporated 
into § 1.6(d). The situations where transmission of correspon- 
dence by facsimile is permitted have been increased over those 
permissible under the trial program outlined above. The situa- 
tions where transmissions by facsimile remain prohibited are 
identified in § 1.6(d)(1)-(9). Prohibitions cover situations where 
originals are required as specified in §§ 1.4 (e) and (f), and 
situations where accepting a facsimile transmission would be 
unduly burdensome on the Office. As a courtesy, the Office will 
attempt to notify senders whenever correspondence is sent to the 
Office by facsimile transmission that falls within one of these 
prohibitions. Senders are cautioned against submitting corre- 
spondence by facsimile transmission which is not permitted 
under § 1.6(d) since such correspondence will not be accorded 
a receipt date. 

This final rulemaking expands the acceptability of facsimile 
transmission to certain patent interference proceedings, not 
included in the proposed rulemaking, to reflect the practice set 
forth at 1108 Off. Gaz. Pat. Office 15 (November 14, 1989). 

Under § 1.6(d)(4) as adopted in this final rulemaking, draw- 
ings submitted under §§ 1.81, 1.83-1.85, 1.152, 1.165, 1.174, 
1.437, 2.51, 2.52 or 2.72 may not be filed by facsimile in patent 
and trademark applications. The experience of the Office is that 
the quality of the drawings received by facsimile transmission is 
generally not sufficient to comply with the drawing require- 
ments set forth in these rules. However, applicants may submit 
by facsimile transmission proposed drawing corrections for 
approval by the Office. 

In trademark proceedings, the facsimile transmission of speci- 
mens in response to an Office action will be permitted. Fac- 
simile-transmitted specimens must be legible in order to be 
accepted and examined as specimens. 

The date of receipt accorded to any correspondence permitted 
to be sent by facsimile transmission is the date the complete 
transmission is received by an Office facsimile unit, unless the 
transmission is completed on a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal 
holiday within the District of Columbia. Correspondence for 
which transmission was completed on a Saturday, Sunday, or 
Federal holiday within the District of Columbia, will be accorded 
a receipt date of the next succeeding day which is not a Saturday, 
Sunday, or Federal holiday within the District of Columbia. For 
example, a facsimile transmission to the Office from California 
starting on a Friday at 8:45 p.m. Pacific time and taking 20 
minutes, would be completed at 9:05 p.m. Pacific time. The 
complete transmission would be received in the Office around 
12:05 a.m. Eastern time on Saturday. The receipt date accorded 
to the correspondence is the date of the following business 
day, which in this case, would be Monday (assuming that 
Monday was not a Federal holiday within the District of Colum- 
bia). 

The following lists itemize types of correspondence which 
may not be filed by facsimile transmission, and, if submitted by 
facsimile, will not be accorded a date of receipt: 


Correspondence Relative to Patents and Patent 
Applications Where Filing by Facsimile Transmission is 
Not permitted 
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(1) A document that is required by statute to be certified; 

(2) A national patent application specification and drawing or 
other correspondence for the purpose of obtaining an application 
filing date; 

(3) Drawings submitted under 
1.165, 1.174, or 1.437; 

(4) Correspondence in an interference which an examiner-in- 
chief orders to be filed by hand or “Express Mail”; 

(5) Agreements between parties to an interference under 35 
U.S.C. 135(c); 

(6) Correspondence to be filed in an interference proceeding 
which consists of a preliminary statement under §1.621; a 
transcript of a deposition under § 1.676 or of interrogatories, 
cross-interrogatories, or recorded answers under § 1.684(c); or 
an evidentiary record and exhibits under § 1.653; 

(7) Correspondence to be filed in a patent application subject 
to a secrecy order under §§ 5.1-5.8 of this chapter and directly 
related to the secrecy order content of the application; 

(8) An international application for patent; 

(9) A copy of the international application and the basic 
national fee necessary to enter the national stage, as specified in 
§ 1.494(b) or § 1.495(b); 

(10) A request for reexamination under § 1.510. 


§§1.81, 1.83-1.85, 1.152, 


Correspondence Relative to Trademark Registrations 
and Trademark Applications Where Filing by Facsimile 
Transmission is Not Permitted 


(1) The filing of a trademark application; 

(2) Drawings submitted under §§ 2.51, 2.52, or 2.72; 

(3) An affidavit showing that a mark is still in use or containing 
an excuse for nonuse under section 8 (a) or (b) or section 12(c) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1058(a), 1058(b), 1062(c); 

(4) An application for renewal of a registration under section 
9 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1059; 

(5) A petition to cancel a registration of a mark under section 
14, subsection (1) Or (2) of the Trademark Act, 5 U.S.C. 1064; 


(6) In an application under section 1(b) of the Trademark Act, 
15 U.S.C. 1051(b), the filing of an amendment to allege use in 
commerce under section I(c) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
105 1(c); or the filing of a statement of use under section 1(d)(1) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(1); 

(7) Requests for cancellation or amendment of a registration 
under section 7(e) of the Trademark Act 5 U.S.C. 1057(e); and 
certificates of registration surrendered for cancellation or amend- 
ment under section 7(e) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1057(e); 

(8) Correspondence to be filed with the Trademark Trial and 
Appeal Board, except the notice of ex parte appeal. 


Correspondence Relative to Practitioner Registrations, 
Investigations, and Disciplinary Proceedings Where Filing 
by Facsimile Transmission is Not Permitted 


Correspondence requiring a person’s signature and relating 
to: 


(1) Registration to practice before the Patent and Trademark 
Office in patent cases; 

(2) Enrollment and disciplinary investigations; or 

(3) Disciplinary proceedings. 

(4) Certificate of Mailing or Transmission Procedure (Section 
1.8) 


The title of § 1.8 is changed from Certificate of Mailing to 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission so as to include facsimile 
transmission. 

Section |.8(a) prescribes procedures for the use of a certificate 
of mailing or transmission to file papers or fees in the Office by 
first class mail or by facsimile transmission. The description of 
the Certificate of Mailing or Transmission practice is set forth in 
§ 1.8(a)(1), and the list of exceptions to the certificate practice is 
found in § 1.8(a)(2). The phrase “papers or fees” in § 1.8(a) is 
changed to “correspondence” since both “papers” and “fees” fall 
within the generic definition of “correspondence”. Paragraphs 
(a) and (b) of § 1.8 are amended to include correspondence 
transmitted by facsimile. In the event that correspondence is filed 
by facsimile transmission, it is recommended that the sending 
facsimile machine generate a report confirming transmission for 
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each transmission session. This report should be retained by the 
applicant, along with the correspondence used as the original, as 
evidence of content and date of transmission. Paragraph (a)(2) of 
§ 1.8 is amended to include separate headings for correspon- 
dence which relate to patents, trademarks and disciplinary pro- 
ceedings. The sequence of some of the paragraphs found in § 
1.8(a)(2) has been changed in order to have those paragraphs 
listed under the appropriate heading. The ability to use the 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission procedures has been 
expanded to the filing of an affidavit under section 15, subsec- 
tion (3) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1065(3), the filing of a 
notice of election to proceed by civil action in an inter partes 
proceeding under 35 U.S.C. 141 or 15 U.S.C. 1071(a)(1), in 
response to another party’s appeal to the Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit, the filing of a notice and reasons of appeal under 
35 U. S.C. 142 ora notice of appeal under 15 U.S.C. 1071(a)(2), 
and the filing of a statement under 42 U.S.C. 2182 or 42 U.S.C. 
2457(c). 

Paragraph (a)(2)(vi) of § 1.8 is redesignated as paragraph 
(a)(2)(x) and amended to refer to section 14(1) or 14(2) of the 
Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1064, to conform with the numbering 
of the Trademark Law Revision Act of 1988. Other sections of 
paragraph (a)(2) of § 1.8 are amended to identify the types of 
correspondence which will not receive the benefit of a certificate 
of mailing or transmission. 

Paragraph (b) of § 1.8 outlines procedures to be followed to 
document the timely filing of correspondence in accordance 
with § 1.8(a) where such correspondence is not received by the 
Office. The phrase “correspondence or fees” in § 1.8(b) is 
changed to “correspondence” since “fees” fall within the generic 
definition of “correspondence”. Before adoption of this final 
rule, § 1.8(b) required that the party forwarding the correspon- 
dence or fee include a declaration, under §§ 1.68 or 2.20 of this 
chapter, attesting to the previous timely mailing or transmission. 
In order to be consistent with other sections in Parts | and 2 of this 
chapter, the practice under § 1.8(b) is amended to permit a 
practitioner, as defined in § 10.1(r), to submit a statement rather 
than an oath or declaration under §§ 1.68 or 2.20 of this chapter. 
New paragraph (c) of § 1.8 is added to explicitly provide for a 
requirement for additional evidence relating to the mailing or 
transmission of correspondence in accordance with paragraph 
(a) of this section. The Office may invoke this requirement when 
it is deemed appropriate to establish an actual date of mailing or 
transmission. See, e.g., In re Klein, 6 USPQ2d 1547 (Comm’r 
Pat. 1987), aff'd sub nom. Klein v. Peterson, 696 F. Supp. 695, 8 
USPQ2d 1434 (D.D.C. 1988), aff'd 866 F.2d 412, 9 USPQ2d 
1558 (Fed. Cir.), cert. denied, 490 U.S. 1091 (1989). 


(5) Time for Appeal or Civil Action (Section 1.304) 


In section 1.304. paragraphs (a) and (c) are amended to delete 
a statement that use of the certificate procedure under § 1.8 is 
prohibited so as to be consistent with changes to § 1.8. Also, a 
cross reference to 1.658 in paragraph (a) is clarified. 


(6) Submission of Maintenance Fees (Section 1.366) 


Section 1.366(b) is amended by deleting the words “of mail- 
ing” to conform with the new title for § 1.8. 


(7) Filing Date of Application for Extension of Patent Term 
Section 1.741(a) 

Section 1.741(a) is amended to conform with the new title for 
the certificate procedure under § 1.8. 


(8) Appeal to Court and Civil Action (Section 2.145) 


Sections 2.145(c)(3) and 2.145(d)(1) are amended to conform 
with the revised list of types of correspondence excluded from 
the certificate of mailing or transmission procedure set out in § 
1.8. Formerly, the notice of election to proceed by civil action in 
an inter partes proceeding under 35 U.S.C. 141 or section 
21(a)(1) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1071(a)(1), and the 
filing of notice and reasons of appeal under 35 U.S.C. 142 ora 
notice of appeal under section 21(a)(2) of the Trademark Act, 15 
U.S.C. 1071(a)(2), were specifically excluded, under §§ 1.8(a)(2) 
(viii) and (ix), respectively, from the certificate of mailing 
procedure. Since these notices are no longer excluded under 
amended § 1.8(a)(2), sections 2.145(c)(3) and 2.145(d)(1) are 
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amended to conform with § 1.8 by deleting the last sentence 
which provided that the certificate of mailing procedure was not 
available. 


(9) Reconsideration of Affidavit or Declaration (Section 2.165) 


Section 2.165(a)(1) is amended to refer to the new title for the 
certificate procedure under § 1.8 of this chapter. 


(10) Signature and Certificate of Practitioner (Section 10.18) 


Section 10.18 is modified to clarify signature requirements for 
correspondence signed by practitioners. The reference to § 1.4 of 
this chapter will make it apparent that copies, including photo- 
copies or facsimile transmissions, of correspondence signed by 
practitioners will be accepted under appropriate circumstances. 


(11) Misconduct (Section 10.23(c)) 


Section 10.23(c) is amended to refer to the new title for the 
certificate procedure under § 1.8 of this chapter. 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


The comments received in response to the notice of proposed 
rulemaking have been given careful consideration and a number 
of the suggested modifications have been adopted. The com- 
ments and responses are discussed below. 


Comment: In order to clarify how the Office will treat a copy of 
a paper, one comment suggested changing the second sentence 
in proposed § 1.4(d) to indicate that, except as provided in §§1.4 
(e) and (f), a copy would be treated by the Office as if the original 
had been filed. 
Response: While the suggested language was not adopted, the 
rule was modified to clarify that, except as provided in §§ 1.4 (e) 
and (f), an original or a copy thereof may be filed. The rules as 
stated in this final rulemaking are clear that, where an original is 
not required, a paper filed will be treated in the same way 
regardless of whether it is an original or a copy. 
Comment: Five comments objected to a perceived requirement 
in § 1.4(d) that the color of ink used for signing a paper be 
different from the printing on the paper. 
Response: Proposed § 1.4(d) did not require that the color of ink 
used for signing a paper be different from the printing on the 
paper. The suggested use of different colors of ink is a preferred 
procedure for distinguishing between an original and a copy. 
However, in order to avoid further confusion, the suggestion that 
a different color of ink be used has been deleted. 
Comment: One comment recommended that the issue of signa- 
ture authenticity end upon issuance of a patent in order to reduce 
the need to keep files in storage for long periods of time and to 
remove the burden on applicants of having to retrieve files from 
storage. 
Response: Once a patent issues, the Office is not likely to inquire 
into any matters related to signature authenticity of correspon- 
dence filed in that patent application. Nevertheless, on rare 
occasions, a question of signature authenticity might arise after 
issuance of a patent. Applicants must therefore make their own 
decisions as to how long to retain originals. 
Comment: Two comments questioned the justification for pro- 
posed § 1.4(e) requiring originals to be submitted in international 
patent applications. 
Response: Section 1.4(e), as adopted, does not prohibit the filing 
of photocopies in an international patent application. With re- 
gard to facsimile transmissions, Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 
Rule 92.4, as revised on July 1, 1992, permits the filing by 
facsimile of certain correspondence related to an international 
patent application. However, as indicated in §§ 1.6(d)(3), 
1.8(a)(2)(iv) and 1.8(a)(2)(vi), the filing by facsimile is not 
permitted in the following situations relative to international 
applications for patent: (1) the filing of an international applica- 
tion for patent and (2) the filing of a copy of the international 
application and the basic national fee necessary to enter the 
national stage, as specified in §§ 1.494(b) or 1.495(b). 
Applicants are cautioned, however, that the Certificate of 
Mailing or Transmission provisions of § 1.8 do not apply to 
correspondence filed in an international application before the 
U.S. Receiving Office, the U.S. International Searching Author- 
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ity, or the U.S. International Preliminary Examining Authority, 
regardless of whether the correspondence was filed by mail or 
facsimile transmission. See § 1.8(a)(2)(5). 

Comment: One comment suggested that, in applications filed 
under § 1.60, the certification that the application and papers 
being filed are true copies of those filed in the parent applica- 
tion should be excluded from the original signature require- 
ment. 

Response: Filing of copies of statements under § 1.60 as well as 
certifications under §§ 1.8, 1.10, 1.97(e) and 3.73(b) will be 
permitted. The certified documents referred to in § 1.4(f) are 
those which are required to be certified by statute (e.g., certified 
documents under 35 U.S.C. 119). 

Comment: One comment questioned whether routine papers 
could be photocopied with a practitioner’s signature thereon 
with appropriate information being filled in later by another 
person. 

Response: Section 10.18(a) states that the signature of a practi- 
tioner, on correspondence filed, constitutes a certificate that the 
correspondence has been read by the practitioner. Accordingly, 
the photocopying of papers with a practitioner’ s signature thereon 
and subsequently having appropriate information filled in by 
another person, is not authorized or permitted under the rules. 
Comment: One comment questioned whether a docket clerk 
could use a signature stamp of a registered attorney on a transmit- 
tal letter. 

Response: Section 10.18(a) states that correspondence filed by 
a practitioner must be personally signed by that practitioner. 
Accordingly, use of a signature stamp of a registered attorney by 
a docket clerk would not be permitted. 

Comment: Two comments suggested that the facsimile transmis- 
sion practice be further liberalized to permit scanned-in signa- 
tures to be affixed to facsimile or electronically transmitted 
correspondence. The personal, handwritten signature would be 
affixed on a copy of the transmitted correspondence which 
would be kept by the appiicant or his or her representative. 
Response: The Office is actively considering acceptance of 
electronically filed applications and papers related thereto. See 
“Electronic Filing of Patent and Trademark Applications” pub- 
lished at 57 FR 56537 (November 30, 1992) and 1145 Off. Gaz. 
Pat. Office 378 (December 22, 1992). Until an acceptable pro- 
gram is established, every paper, requiring a signature, filed in 
the Office, regardless of the manner in which it was transmitted, 
will have to be a paper which was signed by the person whose 
signature appears thereon, or be a copy thereof. Scanned signa- 
tures affixed to papers which were not personally signed will not 
be permitted at this time. 

Comment: One comment indicated that proposed § 1.5(a) ap- 
peared to be contrary to PCT Article 27(1) in that it added the 
additional requirement not set forth in the PCT of requiring 
correspondence concerning an international application to iden- 
tify the international application number. 

Response: PCT Rule 92.1 requires any paper relating to an 
international application to identify the international application 
to which it relates. In order to ensure prompt and proper associa- 
tion of correspondence with the intended application file, it is 
essential to use the application number on all papers. The 
practice (which was not a new one added in this rulemaking) is 
a mere implementation of the requirement in PCT Rule 92.1 and 
is not contrary to PCT Article 27(1) as no additional requirement 
is being placed on applicants. 

Comment: Two comments recommended an increase from two 
weeks to 30 days or one month in the period provided in § 1.5(a) 
for resubmission of correspondence. 

Response: The two-week period provided in § 1.5(a) is to enable 
applicants to provide the necessary identifying data where such 
data was not provided during the original submission. This is 
intended to permit immediate resubmission and no additional 
time is deemed to be necessary. Extending this period to 30 days 
would unnecessarily delay prosecution of applications. 
Comment: Section 1.5(a) suggests that all letters directed to the 
Office concerning applications for patents should also state 
Patent Application”. One comment suggested that § 1.5(a) be 
amended to replace the restrictive reference to a “Patent Appli- 
cation” to read “identifying the correspondence as relating to a 
patent application”. 

Response: In order to make it easier for Office employees 
handling incoming correspondence to direct mail, § 1.5(a) rec- 
ommends that letters relating to a patent application should state 
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“Patent Application”. The suggestion in the comment was not 
adopted since uniformity in the reference to “Patent Applica- 
tion” is desirable. Furthermore, this suggested labeling is not a 
requirement as evidenced by the use of the word “should” rather 
than “must”. 

Comment: Section 1.5(a) states that “No correspondence relat- 
ing to an application should be filed prior to when notification of 
the application number is received from the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office”. One comment suggested that the phrase “notifica- 
tion of the application number” was not adequately defined as it 
was not clear if applicants had to wait for the official filing receipt 
before information disclosure statements or other papers could 
be filed. 

Response: The phrase “notification of the application number” 
as used in § 1.5(a) includes any manner in which an applicant 
becomes aware of the application number. The phrase is pur- 
posely broad and is not limited to the mailing of an official filing 
receipt. Rather, it includes a return post card which has an 
application number stamped thereon. The reasoning behind the 
statement in § 1.5(a) that no correspondence should be filed prior 
to notification of the application number is that correspondence 
received without an application number is difficult to match with 
the appropriate file. Further defining the phrase “notification of 
the application number” in § 1.5(a) is not warranted. 
Comment: One comment suggested defining a business day as 
Monday through Friday, except for Federal holidays in the 
District of Columbia. 

Response: It is not clear which section the comment was directed 
to, but § 1.6 indicates that no correspondence will be received by 
the Office on Saturdays, Sundays or Federal holidays within the 
District of Columbia. Since the language has not created prob- 
lems in the past, the suggestion will not be adopted. 

Comment: Two comments suggested amending § 1.6(c) to 
indicate the hours of operation of the “walk-up window”. 
Response: Specifying in the regulations the hours of operation of 
the “walk-up window” is unnecessary. The hours of operation 
have been published in Official Gazette announcements and if 
those hours are changed in the future, the new schedule will 
published. Should the hours of operation of the “walk-up win- 
dow” be changed due to unforeseen circumstances (i.e., snow 
emergency, etc.), a sign will be posted at the “walk-up window” 
giving an alternate location to deposit correspondence for the 
Office. 

Comment: Two comments requested that the Office reconsider 
and withdraw the proposal to eliminate the mail drop box at the 
guard’s desk at the Department of Commerce Building in Wash- 
ington, D. C. 

Response: As indicated in the notice of proposed rulemaking, 
members of the public were occasionally denied access to the 
drop box at the Department of Commerce. Additionally, the 
Office lacked confidence in assigning correct dates of receipt to 
correspondence deposited in the box as a result of instances 
when correspondence was found outside of the drop box. Fur- 
ther, since there are many ways to file papers with the Office (i.e., 
certificate of mailing or transmission, Express Mail, facsimile 
transmission, longer hours at the “walk-up-window”), there is no 
need to maintain an off-site drop box. 

Comment: One comment suggested that the Office publish 
phone numbers for facsimile machines at various locations, (i.e., 
Publishing Division, various examining groups, etc.), in order to 
enable the public to direct their transmissions to a particular 
location, rather than a central location. 

Response: The suggestion has been adopted. See “Patent and 
Trademark Office (PTO) Information Contacts”, 1 149 Off. Gaz. 
Pat. Office 67 (April 27, 1993). The Office will publish in the 
Official Gazette periodic updates of this list. 

Comment: Three comments advocated a further expansion of the 
facsimile transmission practice to permit transmission of any 
paper which did not require an original signature. According to 
the comment, it was difficult to understand why the Office would 
not permit facsimile transmission of certain papers directly to the 
Office, but would accept those same papers if transmitted by 
facsimile to a third party who then hand-delivered the papers to 
the Office. 

Response: The only papers, not requiring an original signature or 
certification, which the Office will not accept by facsimile 
transmission are those which, for various reasons, would cause 
an undue burden on the Office. For example, papers submitted 
for the purpose of obtaining an application filing date are often 
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rather voluminous, difficult to collate and would create ineffi- 
ciencies in tying up the Office facsimile machines for long 
periods of time. In addition, there is a time and content criticality 
to papers filed for the purpose of obtaining a filing date which is 
not shared by other types of papers. Another example would be 
drawings submitted under §§ 1.81, 1.83-1.85, 1.152, 1.165, 
1.174, 1.437, 2.51, 2.52, or 2.72. Experience has shown that the 
quality of drawings received by ‘acsimile transmission would 
typically result in an objection by the Official Draftsman. Dis- 
putes might arise at that point as to whether the cause of the poor 
quality was applicant’s transmitting unit or the receiving unit of 
the Office. Hence, the Office will continue to prohibit facsimile 
transmission of certain papers as specified in § 1.6(d). 
Comment: Section 1.6(d) states that the receipt date accorded to 
a paper transmitted by facsimile will be the date on which the 
complete transmission is received in the Office. Three comments 
objected to this language by arguing that this practice discrimi- 
nated against West Coast practitioners and gave an advantage to 
East Coast practitioners because the West Coast practitioners 
had only until 9 P.M. to complete a transmission in order to 
receive the benefit of that day’s filing. 

Response: The facsimile transmission practice is similar to 
regular mail practice. Thus, a West Coast practitioner depositing 
correspondence with the local postal service without a certificate 
of mailing will receive as a receipt date the date on which the 
Office receives the correspondence, rather than the date on 
which the correspondence was deposited. Similarly, a paper 
transmitted by facsimile will be accorded, as the date of receipt, 
the date on which the complete transmission was received in the 
Office, unless the date of receipt is a Saturday, Sunday, or 
Federal holiday within the District of Columbia, in which case, 
the date of receipt will be the next business day. 

The certificate practice provided in § 1.8, on the other hand, 
permits the sender to indicate on the correspondence the date of 
mailing or transmission from the sender’s perspective, which 
date would then be effective to meet a deadline set for response. 
Use of the certificate of mail or transmission is applicable to 
correspondence submitted by mail and correspondence trans- 
mitted by facsimile. If transmitted by facsimile, the person 
signing the certificate certifies the expectation that the transmis- 
sion would be initiated before midnight, local time. 

By way of example, a West Coast practitioner preparing a 
response on the last day of the period for response would have to 
use the § 1.8 certificate of mailing procedure or the § 1.10 
Express Mail procedure, for the response to be considered 
timely, if the correspondence was sent by way of the U. S. Postal 
Service. If the practitioner chose to send the correspondence by 
facsimile on the last day for response and the transmission was 
started before 9:00 p.m. Pacific time, but was completed after 
9:00 p.m. Pacific time, the Office would accord that correspon- 
dence a receipt date as of the next business day, which would be 
after the period for response expired because the Office would 
have received the correspondence after midnight Eastern 
time of the last day for response. However, if the practi- 
tioner affixed a certificate of transmission to the correspondence 
sent by facsimile transmission, indicating that the correspon- 
dence was being transmitted on the last day in the period for 
response, then the correspondence would be considered timely 
filed. 

As another example, a transmission started before midnight, 
Pacific time, on the last day for response and having a certificate 
of transmission affixed thereto, would be considered timely filed 
even though the transmission was completed after midnight, 
Pacific time and was received in the Office the day after the 
deadline for response. 

Comment: One comment suggested replacing “drawings” in § 
1.6(d)(4) with “formal drawings” for clarity. 

Response: The suggestion has not been adopted because the 
phrase “formal drawings” does not find support or antecedent 
basis in sections referred to in § 1.6(d)(4). 

Comment: One comment objected to the perceived requirement 
for a certificate of transmission in order for a facsimile-transmit- 
ted document to be accorded a date of receipt. 

Response: The receipt date accorded to correspondence eligible 
for facsimile transmission, whether containing a certificate of 
transmission or not, will be the date of receipt in the Office of the 
complete transmission (unless that date is a Saturday, Sunday, or 
Federal holiday within the District of Columbia, in which case 
the date accorded will be the next business day). The certificate 
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of transmission, if used, is for purposes of establishing timely 
filing if the correspondence is transmitted within the period for 
response but is (1) received in the Office after expiration of the 
period for response, or (2) lost or (3) not received by the Office. 
Comment: One comment requested clarification as to what 
constituted a “complete transmission” as used in § 1.6(d). 
Response: The context in which the phrase “complete transmis- 
sion” was used in § 1.6(d) was to indicate that the transmission 
was finished. For example, if page | of a ten-page facsimile 
transmission is received in the Office at 11:55 p.m. on a Tuesday 
and page 10 of that transmission is received at 12:05 a.m. 
Wednesday, the receipt date accorded to that correspondence 
will be the date of that Wednesday. (This example assumes that 
Wednesday is not a Federal holiday within the District of Colum- 
bia). 

Comment: One comment questioned whether a confirmation in 
the sender’s facsimile machine that the entire facsimile was 
received constituted sufficient proof that a transmission was 
complete. 

Response: A confirmation by the sender’s facsimile machine is 
evidence that a transmission was made. As such, the confirma- 
tion will be considered together with any other evidence pre- 
sented when questions of filing by facsimile transmission arise. 
It is therefore suggested that a certificate of transmission be used 
to enable the sender to rely on the procedures set forth in § 1.8(b). 
Comment: One comment requested clarification as to what 
constituted an incomplete, faulty or illegible facsimile. Also, if 
an incomplete transmission was sent near the end of the period 
for response, will the sender be able to rely on the date the 
facsimile was initially transmitted, or would the sender have to 
rely on § 1.137 to revive the application if it became abandoned? 
Response: If an incomplete, faulty or illegible facsimile trans- 
mission is received, that correspondence will be treated by the 
Office in the same manner that a comparably incomplete, faulty 
or illegible piece of correspondence would be treated if the 
correspondence were hand-delivered or mailed to the Office. 
Whether the application would be held abandoned upon receipt 
of an incomplete facsimile transmission or whether an opportu- 
nity would be provided to complete the transmission will be 
decided on a case-by-case basis using the same standards that are 
currently used - for example, for incomplete responses to Office 
actions, see § 1.135(c). 

Comment: One comment indicated that the proposed practice of 
not accepting papers related to international applications if 
transmitted by facsimile and the indication that papers transmit- 
ted by facsimile, when prohibited, may be disposed of is contrary 
to PCT practice wherein PCT expressly provides for facsimile 
transmission of such papers and when not acceptable, an oppor- 
tunity to correct is provided. 

Response: PCT does not mandate acceptance of facsimile trans- 
missions; it merely authorizes their acceptance. See PCT Rule 
92.4(h). Additionally, as indicated above, the suggestion that the 
Office permit facsimile transmission of correspondence relative 
to an already filed international application has been adopted to 
a large extent. 

There is no provision in PCT to provide an opportunity for 
correction when correspondence is filed by facsimile in spite of 
a refusal by a national Office to accept that type of correspon- 
dence by facsimile. As with national applications, the Office will 
attempt to notify senders whenever a facsimile transmission 
received is of a type which the Office has not agreed to accept by 
facsimile. Senders are cautioned against submitting such corre- 
spondence by facsimile transmission since the correspondence 
will not be accorded a filing date or date of receipt in the 
Office. 

Comment: One comment suggested changing the phrase “Cer- 
tificate of Transfer” in § 1.8 to “Certificate of Transmittal” or 
“Certificate of Sending” because “transfer” typically implies 
transfer of ownership interest in patents or trademarks. 
Response: While each phrase has its own advantages and draw- 
backs, the suggestion will not be adopted. Nevertheless, in order 
to avoid confusion, this rulemaking leaves the old “Certificate of 
Mailing” intact, while adding “or Transmission” to include 
correspondence filed by facsimile transmission. 

Comment: In the notice of proposed rulemaking, it was recom- 
mended that the facsimile machine transmission report be re- 
tained by the sender along with the correspondence used as the 
original, as evidence of content and date of transfer. One com- 
ment indicated that the correspondence used as the original can 
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only be retained using the older stand-alone type of facsimile 
machine, since there is no such physical document with the 
newer in-computer facsimile cards. 

Response: Section 1.4(d)(2) provides for submission of copies, 
e.g., by facsimile, of originals as defined in § 1.4(d)(1). Section 
1.4(d)(2) does not provide for transmission of unsigned corre- 
spondence from a computer. While § 1.4(d)(2) does not require 
the sender to retain the original, there may be occasions when the 
sender will have to document the date and content of a document 
previously filed by facsimile transmission. The recommenda- 
tion made in the notice of proposed rulemaking will apply to any 
situation where a paper document served as the original from 
which a facsimile was transmitted. If a facsimile transmission by 
using a computer is desired, a paper copy of the document to be 
transmitted may be printed out, signed and retained by the 
sender as evidence of content of the document transmitted. Once 
signed, if filing of a copy is permitted, the document could be 
scanned into the computer and facsimile transmitted to the 
Office. 

Comment: In proposed section 1|.8(a)(1) published in the Federal 
Register, paragraphs (i) and (ii) were joined with the alternative 
“or” to indicate that correspondence could be filed by being 
deposited with the U. S. Postal Service or transmitted by fac- 
simile. This same section was published in the Official Gazette, 
by having paragraphs (i) and (ii) joined with the connective 
“and”. Numerous comments, received apparently from indi- 
viduals who saw the proposed rules in the Official Gazette, 
objected to the requirement that, in order to receive benefits 
under § 1.8, correspondence transmitted by facsimile also had to 
be mailed. 

Response: Section 1.8(a)(1) as published in the Federal Register 
was correct, while the version published in the Official Gazette 
contained a typographical error. Hence, §§ 1.8(a)(1)(i) (A) and 
(B), as adopted in this rulemaking, make clear that the certificate 
of mailing or transmission practice will be applicable to corre- 
spondence mailed or sent by facsimile. The Office discourages 
the practice of having the same papers submitted by both meth- 
ods as this practice would result in unnecessary duplication of 
papers and processing requirements. 

Comment: One comment indicated that since all facsimile trans- 
missions include the date and time of the actual facsimile trans- 
mission, the Office should not require a certificate of transmis- 
sion, in order to get the benefit of an earlier filing date under § 
1.8(a), when correspondence is transmitted by facsimile. R 
Response: The Office is concerned that some older machines 
may not print the date and time of the actual transmission. 
Furthermore, even on the new machines the date and time printed 
by the sending unit may not always be correct, particularly after 
a temporary electrical disconnection, change in time, etc. Hence, 
for purposes of being considered timely filed, if the sender 
wishes to obtain the benefits of a date earlier than the date the 
complete transmission is received in the Office, the correspon- 
dence must include a certification in accordance with § 1.8(a). 


A suggested format for a Certificate of Mailing and a Certifi- 


cate of Transmission under § 1.8, to be included with the 
correspondence, is reproduced below: 


Certificate of Mailing 


I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited 
with the United States Postal Service with sufficient postage as 
first class mail in an envelope addressed to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


on 


Date 


Signature 


Typed or printed name of person signing certificate 
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Certificate of Transmission 


I hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile 
transmitted to the Patent and Trademark Office: 


Date 
Signature 
Typed or printed name of person signing certificate 
OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The rule changes are in conformity with the requirements of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seg.), Executive 
Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et Seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that these rule changes will not have a signifi- 
cant economic impact on a substantial number of small entities 
(Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). The principal 
impact of these changes is to incorporate existing Office policy 
into the regulations, permit the filing of certain correspondence 
without an original signature and permit the filing of certain 
correspondence by facsimile transmission. 

The Office has determined that these rule changes are not 
major rules under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on 
the economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no 
major increase in costs or prices for consumers, individuals, 
industries, Federal, state or local government agencies, or geo- 
graphic regions because most of the changes reduce procedural 
burdens. There will be no significant effects on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or on the 
ability of United States-based enterprises to compete with for- 
eign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

The Office has also determined that these changes have no 
Federalism implications affecting the relationship between the 
National Government and the States as outlined in Executive 
Order 12612. 

These rule changes contain collection-of-information require- 
ments subject to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S 
C. 3501 et seq., which have previously been approved by the 
Office of Management and Budget under Control Nos. 0651- 
0009 and 0651-0011. The public reporting burden for these 
collections of information for Certificates of Mailing or Trans- 
mission is estimated to average 0.1 hours each, including the 
time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, 
gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and 
reviewing the collections of information. Send comments re- 
garding these burden estimates, or any other aspect of these 
collections of information, including suggestions for reducing 
the burden, to Abraham Hershkovitz, Office of the Assistant 
Commissioner for Patents, Box DAC, Washington, D.C. 20231, 
and to the Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office 
of Management and Budget, Washington, D.C. 20503 
(ATTN: Paperwork Reduction Act Projects 0651-0009 and 
0651-0011). 


LIST OF SUBJECTS 
37 CFR Part 1 

Administrative practice and procedure, Freedom of informa- 
tion, Inventions and patents, Reporting and record keeping 


requirements. 


37 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Lawyers, 
Trademarks. 


37 CFR Part 10 
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Administrative practice and procedure, Conflicts of interest, 
Courts, Inventions and patents, Lawyers. 

For the reasons set out in the preamble, and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 15 U.S.C. 1123 and 35 U.S.C. 6, parts 1, 
2 and 10 of title 37 of the Code of Federal Regulations are 
amended as set forth below: 


PART | - RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. In Section 1.4, the title is revised and paragraphs (d) 
through (f) are added to read as follows: 


$1.4 Nature of correspondence and signature requirements. 


Sead 


(d) Each piece of correspondence, except as provided in 
paragraphs (e) and (f) of this section, filed in a patent or trade- 
mark application, reexamination proceeding, patent or trade- 
mark interference proceeding, patent file or trademark registra- 
tion file, trademark opposition proceeding, trademark cancella- 
tion proceeding, or trademark concurrent use proceeding, which 
requires a person’s signature, must either: 

(1) be an original, that is, have an original signature 
personally signed in permanent ink by that person; or 
(2) be a copy, such as a photocopy or facsimile transmis- 
sion (§ 1.6(d)), of an original. In the event that a copy of the 
original is filed, the original should be retained as evidence 
of authenticity. If a question of authenticity arises, the 
Patent and Trademark Office may require submission of the 
original. 

(e) Correspondence requiring a person’s signature and relat- 
ing to registration to practice before the Patent and Trademark 
Office in patent cases, enrollment and disciplinary investiga- 
tions, or disciplinary proceedings must be submitted with an 
original signature personally signed in permanent ink by that 
person. 

(f) When a document that is required by statute to be certified 
must be filed, a copy, including a photocopy or facsimile trans- 
mission, of the certification is not acceptable. 


3. Section 1.5(a) is revised to read as follows: 
$1.5 Identification of application, patent or registration. 


(a) No correspondence relating to an application should be 
filed prior to when notification of the application number is 
received from the Patent and Trademark Office. When a letter 
directed to the Patent and Trademark Office concerns a previ- 
ously filed application for a patent, it must identify on the top 
page in a conspicuous location, the application number (consist- 
ing of the series code and the serial number, e.g., 07/123,456), or 
the serial number and filing date assigned to that application by 
the Patent and Trademark Office, or the international application 
number of. the international application. Any correspondence 
not containing such identification will be returned to the sender 
where a return address is available. The returned correspondence 
will be accompanied with a cover letter which will indicate to the 
sender that if the returned correspondence is resubmitted to the 
Patent and Trademark Office within two weeks of the mail date 
on the cover letter, the original date of receipt of the correspon- 
dence will be considered by the Patent and Trademark Office as 
the date of receipt of the correspondence. Applicants may use 
either the Certificate of Mailing or Transmission procedure 
under §1.8 or the Express Mail procedure under §1.10 for 
resubmissions of returned correspondence if they desire to have 
the benefit of the date of deposit in the United States Postal 
Service. If the returned correspondence is not resubmitted within 
the two-week period, the date of receipt of resubmission will be 
considered to be the date of receipt of the correspondence. The 
two-week period to resubmit the returned correspondence will 
not be extended. If for some reason returned correspondence is 
resubmitted with proper identification later than two weeks after 
the return mailing by the Patent and Trademark Office, the 
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resubmitted correspondence will be accepted but given its date 
of receipt. In addition to the application number, all letters 
directed to the Patent and Trademark Office concerning applica- 
tions for patent should also state “PATENT APPLICATION,” 
the name of the applicant, the title of the invention, the date of 
filing the same, and if known, the group art unit or other unit 
within the Patent and Trademark Office responsible for consid- 
ering the letter and the name of the examiner or other person to 
which it has been assigned. 


RK 


4. Section 1.6, is revised, to read as follows: 
§ 1.6 Receipt of correspondence. 


(a) Date of receipt and Express Mail date of deposit. Corre- 
spondence received in the Patent and Trademark Office is 
stamped with the date of receipt except as follows: 


(1) No correspondence is received in the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office on Saturdays, Sundays or Federal holidays within 
the District of Columbia; 

(2) Correspondence filed in accordance with § 1.10 will be 
stamped with the date of deposit as “Express Mail” with the 
United States Postal Service unless the date of deposit is a 
Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holiday within the District of 
Columbia in which case the date stamped will be the next 
succeeding day which is not a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal 
holiday within the District of Columbia; 

(3) Correspondence transmitted by facsimile to the Patent 
and Trademark Office will be stamped with the date on which the 
complete transmission is received in the Patent and Trademark 
Office unless that date is a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holiday 
within the District of Columbia, in which case the date stamped 
will be the next succeeding day which is not a Saturday, Sunday, 
or Federal holiday within the District of Columbia. 

(b) Patent and Trademark Office Post Office pouch. Mail 
placed in the Patent and Trademark Office pouch up to midnight 
on any day, except Saturdays, Sundays and Federal holidays 
within the District of Columbia, by the post office at Washington, 
D.C., serving the Patent and Trademark Office, is considered 
as having been received in the Patent and Trademark Office 
on the day it was so placed in the pouch by the U.S. Postal 
Service. 

(c) Correspondence delivered by hand. In addition to being 
mailed, correspondence may be delivered by hand during hours 
the Office is open to receive correspondence. 

(d) Facsimile transmission. Except in the cases enumerated 
below, correspondence, including authorizations to charge a 
deposit account, may be transmitted by facsimile. The receipt 
date accorded to the correspondence will be the date on which 
the complete transmission is received in the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office, unless that date is a Saturday, Sunday, or Federal 
holiday within the District of Columbia. See § 1.6(a)(3). To 
facilitate proper processing, each transmission session should be 
limited to correspondence to be filed in a single application or 
other proceeding before the Patent and Trademark Office. The 
application number of a patent or trademark application, the 
control number of a reexamination proceeding, the interference 
number of an interference proceeding, the patent number of a 
patent, or the registration number of a trademark should be 
entered as a part of the sender’s identification on a facsimile 
cover sheet. Facsimile transmissions are not permitted and if 
submitted, will not be accorded a date of receipt,in the following 
situations: 

(1) Correspondence as specified in § 1.4(e), requiring an 
original signature; 

(2) Certified documents as specified in § 1.4(f); 

(3) Correspondence which cannot receive the benefit of the 
certificate of mailing or transmission as specified in § 1.8(a)(2) 
(i) through (iv), (vi through xi) and (xiii); 

(4) Drawings submitted under §§ 1.81, 1.83 through 1.85, 
1.152, 1.165, 1.174, 1.437, 2.51, 2.52, or 2.72; 

(5) A request for reexamination under § 1.510; 

(6) Correspondence to be filed in a patent application 
subject to a secrecy order under §§ 5.1 through 5.8 of this chapter 
and directly related to the secrecy order content of the applica- 
tion; 
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(7) Requests for cancellation or amendment of a registra- 
tion under section 7(e) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1057(e); 
and certificates of registration surrendered for cancellation or 
amendment under section 7(e) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1057(e); 

(8) Correspondence to be filed with the Trademark Trial 
and Appeal Board, except the notice of ex parte appeal; 

(9) Correspondence to be filed in an interference proceed- 
ing which consists of a preliminary statement under § 1.621; a 
transcript of a deposition under § 1.676 or of interrogatories, 
cross-interrogatories, or recorded answers under § 1.684(c); or 
an evidentiary record and exhibits under § 1.653. 

(e) Interruptions in U.S. Postal Service. 

If interruptions or emergencies in the United States Postal 
Service which have been so designated by the Commis- 
sioner occur, the Patent and Trademark Office will consider as 
filed on a particular date in the Office any correspondence which 
Is: 

(1) Promptly filed after the ending of the designated inter- 
ruption or emergency; and 

(2) Accompanied by a statement indicating that such cor- 
respondence would have been filed on that particular date if it 
were not for the designated interruption or emergency in the 
United States Postal Service. Such statement must be a verified 
statement if made by a person other than a practitioner as defined 
in § 10.1(r) of this chapter. 


5. Section 1.8 is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.8 Certificate of mailing or transmission. 


(a) Except in the cases enumerated in paragraph (a)(2) of this 
section, correspondence required to be filed in the Patent and 
Trademark Office within a set period of time will be considered 
as being timely filed if the procedure described in this section is 
followed. The actual date of receipt will be used for all other 
purposes. 

(1) Correspondence will be considered as being timely 
filed if: 

(i) the correspondence is mailed or transmitted prior to 
expiration of the set period of time by being: 

(A) deposited with the U.S. Postal Service with 
sufficient postage as first class mail addressed to the Commis- 
sioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231; or 

(B) transmitted by facsimile to the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office in accordance with § 1.6(d); and 

(ii) the correspondence includes a certificate for each 
piece of correspondence stating the date of deposit or transmis- 
sion. The person signing the certificate should have reasonable 
basis to expect that the correspondence would be mailed or 
transmitted on or before the date indicated. 

(2) The procedure described in paragraph (a)(1) of this 
section does not apply to, and no benefit will be given to a 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission on, the following: 

(i) Relative to Patents and Patent Applications 

A. The filing of a national patent application speci- 
fication and drawing or other correspondence for the purpose of 
obtaining an application filing date; 

B. The filing of correspondence in an interference 
which an examiner-in-chief orders to be filed by hand or “Ex- 
press Mail”; 

C. The filing of agreements between parties to an 
interference under 35 U.S.C. 135(c); 

D. The filing of an international application for 
patent; 

E. The filing of correspondence in an international 
application before the U.S. Receiving Office, the U.S. Interna- 
tional Searching Authority, or the U.S. International Preliminary 
Examining Authority; 

F. The filing of a copy of the international applica- 
tion and the basic national fee necessary to enter the national 
stage, as specified in § 1.494(b) or § 1.495(b). 

(ii) Relative to Trademark Registrations and Trademark 
Applications 

A. The filing of a trademark application; 

B. The filing of an affidavit showing that a mark is 
still in use or containing an excuse for nonuse under section 8 (a) 
or (b) or section 12(c) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1058(a), 
1058(b), 1062(c); 
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C. The filing of an application for renewal of a 
registration under section 9 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1059; 

D. The filing of a petition to cancel a registration of 
a mark under section 14, subsection (1) or (2) of the Trademark 
Act, 15 U.S.C. 1064; 

E. In an application under section 1(b) of the Trade- 
mark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), the filing of an amendment to 
allege use in commerce under section 1(c) of the Trademark Act, 
15 U.S.C. 1051(c); or the filing of a statement of use under 
section 1(d)(1) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(1); 

F. In an application under section 1(b) of the Trade- 
mark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), the filing of a request under section 
1(d)(2) of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(2), for an 
extension of time to file a statement of use under section 1(d)(1) 
of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1051(d)(1). 

(iii) Relative to Disciplinary Proceedings 

A. Correspondence filed in connection with a disci- 
plinary proceeding under Part 10 of this chapter. 

B. Reserved. 

(b) In the event that correspondence is considered timely filed 
by being mailed or transmitted in accordance with paragraph (a) 
of this section, but not received in the Patent and Trademark 
Office, and the application is held to be abandoned or the 
proceeding dismissed, terminated, or decided with prejudice, the 
correspondence will be considered timely if the party who 
forwarded such correspondence: 

(1) informs the Office of the previous mailing or transmis- 
sion of the correspondence promptly after becoming aware that 
the Office has no evidence of receipt of the correspondence, 

(2) supplies an additional copy of the previously mailed or 
transmitted correspondence and certificate, and 

(3) includes a statement which attests on a personal knowl- 
edge basis or to the satisfaction of the Commissioner to the 
previous timely mailing or transmission. Such statement must be 
a verified statement if made by a person other than a practitioner 
as defined in § 10.1(r) of this chapter. If the correspondence was 
sent by facsimile transmission, a copy of the sending unit’s 
report confirming transmission may be used to support this 
statement. 

(c) The Office may require additional evidence to determine 
if the correspondence was timely filed. 


6. Section 1.304 paragraphs (a) and (c) are revised to read as 
follows: 


§1.304 Time for appeal or civil action. 


(a)(1) The time for filing the notice of appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit (§ 1.302) or for commencing 
acivil action (§ 1.303) is two months from the date of the decision 
of the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences. If a request for 
reconsideration or modification of the decision is filed within the 
time period provided under § 1.197(b) or § 1.658(b), the time for 
filing an appeal or commencing a civil action shall expire two 
months after action on the request. In interferences, the time for 
filing a cross-appeal or cross-action expires: 

(i) 14 days after service of the notice of appeal or the 
summons and complaint, or 

(ii) Two months after the date of decision of the Board 
of Patent Appeals and Interferences, whichever is later. 

(a)(2) The time periods set forth in this section are not subject 
to the provisions of §§ 1.136, 1.550(c) or § 1.645 (a) or (b). (a)(3) 
The Commissioner may extend the time for filing an appeal or 
commencing a civil action: 

(i) For good cause shown if requested in writing before 
the expiration of the period for filing an appeal or commencing 
a civil action, or 

(ii) Upon written request after the expiration of the 
period for filing an appeal or commencing a civil action upon a 
showing that the failure to act was the result of excusable neglect. 
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(c) If a defeated party to an interference has taken an appeal to 
the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit and an adverse 
party has filed notice under 35 U.S.C. 141 electing to have all 
further proceedings conducted under 35 U.S.C. 146(§ 1.303(c)), 
the time for filing a civil action thereafter is specified in 35 U.S.C. 
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141. The time for filing a cross-action expires 14 days after 
service of the summons and complaint. 


7. Section 1.366(b) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.366 Submission of maintenance fees. 


see 


(b) A maintenance fee and any necessary surcharge submitted 
for a patent must be submitted in the amount due on the date the 
maintenance fee and any necessary surcharge are paid and may 
be paid in the manner set forth in § 1.23 or by an authorization to 
charge a deposit account established pursuant to § 1.25. Payment 
of a maintenance fee and any necessary surcharge or the autho- 
rization to charge a deposit account must be submitted within the 
periods set forth in § 1.362 (d), (e) or (f). Any payment or 
authorization of maintenance fees and surcharges filed at any 
other time will not be accepted and will not serve as a payment 
of the maintenance fee except insofar as a delayed payment of 
the maintenance fee is accepted by the Commissioner in an 
expired patent pursuant to a petition filed under § 1.378. Any 
authorization to charge a deposit account must authorize the 
immediate charging of the maintenance fee and any necessary 
surcharge to the deposit account. Payment of less than the 
required amount, payment in a manner other than that set forth 
in § 1.23, or the filing of an authorization to charge a 
deposit account having insufficient funds will not 
constitute payment of a maintenance fee or surcharge on a 
patent. The certificate procedures of either § 1.8 or § 1.10 may 
be utilized in paying maintenance fees and any necessary sur- 
charges. 
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8. Section 1.741, paragraph (a) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 1.741 Filing date of application. 


(a) The filing date of an application for extension of patent 
term is the date on which a complete application is received in the 
Patent and Trademark Office or filed pursuant to the “Certificate 
of Mailing or Transmission” provisions of 37 CFR 1.8 or “Ex- 
press Mail” provisions of 37 CFR 1.10. 
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PART 2- RULES OF PRACTICE IN TRADEMARK CASES 


9. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 2 continues to read as 
follows: 


Authority: 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise 
noted. 


10. Section 2.145 is amended by revising Paragraphs C(3) and 
D(1) to read as follows: 


§ 2.145 Appeal to Court and Civil Action 


ot tt 


(c) *** 


(3) Any adverse party to an appeal taken to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit by a defeated party in an inter 
partes proceeding may file a notice with the Commissioner 
within twenty days after the filing of the defeated party’s notice 
of appeal to the court (paragraph (b) of this section), electing to 
have all further proceedings conducted as provided in section 
21(b) of the Act. The notice of election must be served as 
provided in § 2.119. 


88444 


(d) Time for appeal or civil action. 

(1) The time for filing the notice of appeal to the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit (paragraph (b) of this section), 
or for commencing a civil action (paragraph (c) of this section), 
is two months from the date of the decision of the Trademark 
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Trial and Appeal Board or the Commissioner, as the case may be. 
If a request for rehearing or reconsideration or modification of 
the decision is filed within the time specified in §§ 2.127(b), 
2.129(c) or § 2.144, or within any extension of time granted 
thereunder, the time for filing an appeal or commencing a civil 
action shall expire two months after action on the request. In inter 
partes cases, the time for filing a cross-action or a notice of a 
cross-appeal expires 

(i) 14 days after service of the notice of appeal or the 
summons and complaint; or 

(ii) two months from the date of the decision of the 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board or the Commissioner, which- 
ever is later. 
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11. Section 2.165(a)(1) is revised to read as follows: 
§ 2.165 Reconsideration of Affidavit or Declaration 


(a)(1) If the affidavit or declaration filed pursuant to § 2.162 
is insufficient or defective, the affidavit or declaration will be 
refused and the registrant will be notified of the reason. Recon- 
sideration of the refusal may be requested within six months 
from the date of the mailing of the action. The request for 
reconsideration must state the grounds for the request. A supple- 
mental or substitute affidavit or declaration required by section 
8 of the Act of 1946 cannot be considered unless it is filed before 
the expiration of six years from the date of the registration or 
from the date of publication under section 12(c) of the Act. The 
Certificate of Mailing or Transmission” procedure provided by 
§ 1.8 does not apply to affidavits or declarations or to supplemen- 
tal or substitute affidavits or declarations filed under section 8(a) 
or (b) of the Act, but the certificate by “Express Mail” procedure 
provided by § 1.10 does apply thereto. 
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PART 10- REPRESENTATION OF OTHERS BEFORE THE 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


12. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part 10 continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 5 U.S.C. 500; 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, 31, 32 


41 
13. Section 10.18, is revised to read as follows: 
§ 10.18 Signature and certificate of practitioner. 


(a) Except where a copy, including a photocopy or facsimile 
transmission, of a personally signed piece of correspondence is 
permitted to be filed pursuant to § 1.4 of this chapter, every piece 
of correspondence filed by a practitioner on behalf of himself or 
herself or representing an applicant or a party to a proceeding in 
the Patent and Trademark Office must bear an original signature 
personally signed in permanent ink by such practitioner except 
for correspondence which is required to be signed by the appli- 
cant or party. The signature of a practitioner on correspondence 
filed by the practitioner, regardless of whether the correspon- 
dence has an original signature or is a copy, including a photo- 
copy or facsimile transmission, of correspondence bearing an 
original signature, constitutes a certificate that: 


(1) The correspondence has been read by the practitioner; 

(2) The filing of the correspondence is authorized; 

(3) To the best of practitioner’s knowledge, information, 
and belief, there is good ground to support the correspondence, 
including any allegations of improper conduct contained or 
alleged therein; and 

(4) The correspondence is not interposed for delay. 

(b) Any practitioner knowingly violating the provisions of this 
section is subject to disciplinary action. See § 10.23(c)(15). 


14. Section 10.23, paragraph (c)(9), is revised to read as 
follows: 


§$ 10.23 Misconduct 
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ate 


(c) *** 

(9) Knowingly misusing a “Certificate of Mailing or Trans- 
mission” under § 1.8 of this chapter or a certificate of “Express 
Mail” under § 1.10 of this chapter. 


eeee% 


Oct. 15, 1993 BRUCE A. LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
[1156 TMOG 61] 


(146) Unpaid Fee Checks 

Beginning Dec. 1, 1987, the Office will change the procedure 
for handling fee checks of attorneys and agents that are returned 
to the Office unpaid. Presently, when a check submitted as 
payment for an application, a processing, an issue or any other 
fee is returned to the Office unpaid, the Office of Finance sends 
a letter to the attorney or agent who represents the applicant, 
or to the applicant if unrepresented by an attorney or agent, 
enclosing the check and calling attention to the fact that the check 
was returned unpaid. Beginning Dec. 1, 1987, the Office of 
Finance will send a copy of its letter to the applicant if the letter 
is addressed to an attorney or agent. The prohibition of 37 CFR 
§§ 1.33 and 2.18 against double correspondence is waived in 
view of the submission of a check that is returned unpaid to 
the Office. 

A registered patent attorney or agent who repeatedly submits 
checks that are returned unpaid through no fault of the bank 
may expect to have the matter referred to the Office of Enroll- 
ment and Discipline. 


DONALD W. PETERSON, 
Oct. 5, 1987. Deputy Commissioner. 
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(147) Helpful Hints 

f Expediting Processing Trademark Assignments — As noted 
in our statistics we are currently running behind in processing 
trademark assignment documents. We are working to eliminate 
the backlog in this area. We have recently eliminated a backlog 
in patent assignment processing. The following helpful hints are 
offered to aid us in eliminating backlogs and to allow us toprovide 
better service for all assignment processing: 

Many individuals are submitting assignment documents and 
requests for assignment services, together with application 
prosecution papers, directly to the examiner. Often, these re- 
quests get placed in the file and are not forwarded to the 
assignment area for handling. Please send all assignment docu- 
ments and requests through the mailroom in order that they may 
be properly routed to the assignment area. 

Please separate requests for certified copies of assignments 
from requests for other services including requests for certified 
copies of other documents. Certification of assignment docu- 
ments is not performed by the same individuals as certification 
of other documents. 


f Expediting Handling of Trademark Applications — To 
facilitate processing of new trademark applications, place them 
in a separate envelope apart from all other mail. Identify on the 
outside of the envelope “TRADEMARK APPLICATION 
ONLY.” More than one new trademark application may be 
placed in the same envelope. Do not place any papers in the 
envelope other than those related to the new trademark appli- 
cations. 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Mar. 7, 1988. 
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(148) Weekly Summaries of Trademark Trial 

and Appeal Board Final Decisions 


The Patent and Trademark Office will begin publishing, in 
each issue of the Trademark Official Gazette, a weekly summary 
of final decisions issued by the Trademark Trial and Appeal 
Board. Publication of the summary is being undertaken on a 
discretionary basis, as a courtesy to interested members of the 
public. 


JEFFREY M. SAMUELS, 
Assistant Commissioner 
f or Trademarks. 


Mar. 21, 1988. 
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(149) Filing Receipt for Trademark Applications 

Effective immediately, the Trademark Examining Operation 
will replace its existing “FILING RECEIPT FOR TRADE- 
MARK APPLICATIONS,” PTO Form 100 (Rev. 8/78), with a 
filing receipt using a new format. The revised filing receipt will 
be printed on a single sheet of 8 1/2" x 11" paper and will contain 
information regarding the mark, applicant, International and 
U.S. classes, goods and/or services, and dates of use. If all of 
the information relating to a new application cannot be printed 
on the 8 1/2" x 11" filing receipt, it will be noted that additional 
information was contained in the application but was not printed. 
The addressee’s name and address will be printed on the back 
of the filing receipt. 


JEFFREY M. SAMUELS, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Sept. 6, 1988 
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(150) Service of Process and Testimony of 
Employees of the Patent and Trademark 
Office and Production of Documents in 


Legal Proceedings 


The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) is adding Parts 15 
and 15a to Title 37 of the Code of Federal Regulations. Part 
15 concerns service of process on the Commsssioner, the Patent 
and Trademark Office, and employees of the Patent and Trade- 


mark Office in their official capacity. Part ISa concerns the 
testimony of PTO employees regarding official matters and the 
production of official documents in legal proceedings. Parts 
15 and 15a were effective upon publication in the Federal 
Register. 54 FR 3976-8 (Jan. 26, 1989). 

In addition, §§ 1701 and 1701.01 of the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure and §§ 1801 and 1801.01 of ju the Trade- 
mark Manual of Examining Procedure are amended, as indi- 
cated below, effective immediately 

Parts 15 and 15a, §§ 1701 and 1701.01 of the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure and §§ 1801 and 1801.01 of the Trade- 
mark Manual of Examining Procedure are published in this 
notice as a convenience to the public. In addition to these 
materials, the Patent and Trademark Office alerts the public to 
its position with respect to Standard Packaging Corp. v. 
Curwood, Inc ., 365 F. Supp. 134, 180 USPQ 234 (N_D. Ill. 
1973). In the past, parties have attempted, based on Standard 
Packaging, to obtain answers to questions which the Patent and 
Trademark Office has regarded to be improper. While the Patent 
and Trademark Office believes Standard Packaging accurately 
states the law, the Office believes that the court misapplied the 
law to the precise questions in issue. Accordingly, the Office 
agrees with the Federal Circuit's observation in Western Electric 
Co. v. Piezo Technology, Inc. v. Quigg , 860 F.2d 428, 432, 
8 USPQ 2d 1853, 1857 (Fed. Cir. 1988), that there is consid- 
erable doubt whether Standard Packaging wascorrectly decided. 
The Patent and Trademark Office will not permit examiners 
to answer questions similar to those which the Standard Pack- 
aging court found acceptable. 
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Department of Commerce 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 15 and 15a 


[Docket No. 9106-9006 


Service of Process and Testimony of 
Employees of the Patent and Trademark 
Office and Production of 
Documents in Legal Proceedings 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office. 

Action: Final rule. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office is adding 37 CFR 
Parts 15 and 15a to supplement 15 CFR Parts 15 and 15a. These 
new parts prescribe policies and procedures to be followed with 
respect to service of process on the Patent and Trademark Office, 
the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, and employees 
of the Office, the testimony of Office employees regarding 
official matters, and the production of official documents in legal 
proceedings. These regulations serve as a statement of Office 
policy and provide comprehensive guidelines for the Office 
and its employees, outside agencies, and other persons regard- 
ing the appropriate procedures for service of process, testimony, 
and production of documents. 

Effective date: Jan. 26, 1989. 

For Further Information Contact: Associate Solicitor John W. 
Dewhirst by mail at Box 8, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, 
Washington, D.C. 20231 and by phone at (703) 557-4035. 
Supplementary Information: These regulations are designed to 
supplement, and be construed consistent with, 15 CFR Parts 15 
and 15a. The regulations in Part | Sa state the views of the Office 
with respect to the permissible scope of testimony which may 
be given by Office employees in connection with their per- 
formance of quasi-judicial patent and trademark matters. These 
Office views are consistent with United States v. Morgan, 313 
U.S. 409, 422 (1941); Western Electric Co., Inc. v. Piezo Tech- 
nology, Inc. v. Quigg, No. 88-1216, 860 F.2d 428, 8 USPQ 2d 
1853 (Fed. Cir. Nov. 1, 1988); In re Mayewsky, 162 USPQ 86, 
89 (E.D. Va. 1969), and Shaffer Tool Works v. Joy Mfg. Co., 
167 USPQ 170 (S.D. Tex. 1970). 

Because these regulations concern agency management and 
personnel, they are not rules or regulations within the meaning 
of section I(a) of Executive Order 12291, and they are not 
subject to the requirements of that Order. Accordingly, no 
preliminary or final regulatory impact analysis has to be or will 
be prepared. 

These regulations, relating to agency management and _ per- 
sonnel, are exempt from all requirements of section 553 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act [5 USC 553] {including a de- 
layed effective date and therefore will be effective immediately 
upon publication in the Federal Register. 

Because a notice of proposed rule making and an opportunity 
for public comments are not required to be given for these 
regulations by section 553 of the APA, or by any other law, 
no regulatory flexibility analysis has to be or will be prepared 
for purposes of the Regulatory Flexibility Act [5 U.S.C. 603(a) 
and 604(a)] . 

This final rule does not contain policies with Federalism 
implications sufficient to warrant preparation of a Federalism 
assessment under Executive Order 12612. 

This rule does not contain collections of information for 
purposes of the Paperwork Reduction Act. 


List of subjects in 37 CFR Parts 15 and I5a: Attorneys, 
Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Government 
employees. 

For the reasons set forth in the preamble, 37 CFR is amended 
as follows: 


1. Part 15 is added to read as follows: 


Part 15 
Service of Process 


Sec. 

15.1 Scope and purpose 

15.2 Definitions 

15.3 Acceptance of service of process 
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Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; 15 U.S.C. 1501, 1512, 1513, 1515, 
and 1518; Reorganization Plan No. 5 of 1950; 44 U.S.C. 3101; 
15 CFR 15.2(a). 


§ 15.1 Scope and Purpose. 


(a) This part supplements 15 CFR Part 15 and sets forth 
the procedures to be followed when a summons or complaint 
is served on the Office or the Commissioner or an employee 
of the Office in his or her official capacity. This part is to be 
constr -d consistent with 15 CFR Part 15. 

(b ) This part is intended to ensure the orderly execution of 
the affairs of the Office and not to impede any legal proceeding. 

(c) This part does not apply to subpoenas. The procedures 
to be followed with respect to subpoenas are set out in Part 15a 
of this Title. 

(d) This part does not apply to service of process made on 
an Office employee personally on matters not related to official 
business of the Office or to the official responsibilities of the 
Office employee. 


§ 15.2 Definitions. 
For the purpose of this part: 


(a) “Commissioner” means Assistant Secretary and Com- 
missioner of Patents and Trademarks. 

(b) “Legal proceeding” means a proceeding before a tribunal 
constituted by law, including a court, an administrative body 
or commission, or an administrative law judge or hearing officer. 

(c) “Office” means Patent and Trademark Office. 

(d) “Office employee” means any officer or employee of the 
Office. 

(e) “Official business” means the authorized business of the 
Office. 

(f) “Solicitor” means the chief legal officer of the Office or 
other Office employee to whom the Solicitor has delegated 
authority to act under this part. 


§ 15.3 Acceptance of service of process 


(a) Any summons or complaint to be served in person or 
by registered or certified mail or as otherwise authorized by law 
on the Office or the Commissioner or an Office employee in 
his or her official capacity, shall be served on the Solicitor or 
an Office employee designated by the Solicitor. 

(b) Any summons or complaint to be served by mail may 
be addressed to Solicitor, P.O. Box 15667, Arlington, Va. 
22215. Any summons or complaint to be served by hand may 
be delivered to the Office of the Solicitor. 

(c) Any Office employee served with a summons or complaint 
shall immediately notify and deliver the summons or complaint 
to the Office of the Solicitor. 

(d) Any Office employee receiving a summons or complaint 
shall note on the summons or complaint the date, hour, and place 
of service and whether service was by personal delivery or by 
mail. 

(e) When a legal proceeding is brought to hold an Office 
employee personally liable in connection with an action taken 
in the conduct of official business, rather than liable in an official 
capacity, the Office employee by law is to be served personally 
with process. Service of process in this case is inadequate when 
made upon the Solicitor or the Solicitor’s designee. Any Office 
employee sued personally for an action taken in the conduct 
of official business shall immediately notify and deliver a 
copy of the summons or complaint to the Office of the Solici- 
tor. 

(f) An Office empioyee sued personally in connection with 
official business may be represented by the Department of 
Justice at its discretion. See 28 CFR 50.15 and 50.16 (1987). 

(g) The Solicitor or Office employee designated by the 
Solicitor, when accepting service of process for an Office 
employee in an official capacity, shall endorse on the Marshal’s 
or server’s return of service form or receipt for registered or 
certified mail the following statement: “Service accepted in 
official capacity only.” The statement may be placed on the 
form or receipt with a rubber stamp. 

(h) Upon acceptance of service or receiving notification of 
service, as provided in this section, the Solicitor shall take 


U. S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1158 TMOG 259 
(150) 


appropriate steps to protect the rights of the Commissioner or 
Office employee involved. 


2. Part 15a is added to read as follows: 


Part 15a 
Testimony by Employees and the Production 
of Documents in Legal Proceedings 


Sec. 

15a.1 Scope 

15a.2 Definitions 

15a.3 Office policy 

15a.4 Testimony or production of documents; general rule 

15a.5 Testimony of Office employees in proceedings involv- 
ing the United States 

15a.6 Legal proceedings between private litigants 

15a.7 Procedures when an Office employee receives a sub- 
poena 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 301; 15 U.S.C. 1501, 1512, 1513, 1515, 
and 1518; Reorganization Plan No. 5 of 1950; 44 U.S.C. 3101; 
15 CFR 15Sa.1(e) and 15a.2(f). 


§ 15a.1 Scope 


(a) This part supplements 15 CFR Part 15a and prescribes 
the policies and procedures of the Office with respect to the 
testimony of Office employees as witnesses in legal proceedings 
and the production of documents of the Office for use in legal 
proceedings pursuant to a request, order, or subpoena. This part 
is issued pursuant to 15 CFR 15a.1(e) and is to be construed 
consistent with 15 CFR Part 15a. 

(b) This part does not apply to any legal proceeding in which 
an Office employee is to testify, while on leave status, as to 
facts or events that are in no way related to the official business 
of the Office. 

(c) This part is intended to ensure the orderly execution of 
the affairs of the Office and not to impede any legal proceeding 


and in no way affects the rights and procedures governing 
public access to records pursuant to the Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act or the Privacy Act. See 15 CFR 15a.4 and 37 CFR 
1.15. 


§ 15a.2 Definitions. 
For the purpose of this part: 


(a) “Commissioner” means Assistant Secretary and Com- 
missioner of Patents and Trademarks. 

(b) “Demand” means a request, order, or subpoena for 
testimony or documents for use in a legal proceeding. 

(c) “Document” means any record, paper, and other property 
held by the Office, including without limitation official patent 
and trademark files, official letters, telegrams, memoranda, 
reports, studies, calendar and dairy entries, maps, graphs, pam- 
phlets, notes, charts, tabulations, analyses, statistical or infor- 
mational accumulations, any kind of summaries of meetings 
and conversations, film impressions, magnetic tapes, and sound 
or mechanical reproductions. 

(d) “Legal proceeding” means a proceeding before a tribunal 
constituted by law, including a court, an administrative body 
or commission, an administrative law judge or hearing officer 
or any discovery proceeding in support thereof. 

(e) “Office” means Patent and Trademark Office. 

(f) “Office employee” means any officer or employee of the 
Office. 

(g) “Official business” means the authorized business of the 
Office. 

(h) “Solicitor” means the chief legal officer of the Office 
or other Office employee to whom the Solicitor has delegated 
authority to act under this part. 

(i) “Testimony” means a statement given in person before 
a tribunal or by deposition for use before the tribunal or any 
other statement given for use before a tribunal in a_ legal 
proceeding, including an affidavit, declaration under 35 U.S.C. 
25, or declaration under 28 U.S.C. 1746. 

(j) “United States” means the Federal Government, _ its 
departments and agencies, and individuals acting on behalf of 
the Federal Government. 





1158 TMOG 260 
(150) 


§ 15a.3 Office policy. 


The Office policy is that its documents will not be voluntarily 
produced and Office employees will not voluntarily appear as 
witnesses or give testimony in a legal proceeding. The reasons 
for this policy include: 


(a) To conserve the time of Office employees for conducting 
official business. 

(b) To minimize the possibility of involving the Office in 
controversial or other issues which are not related to the mission 
of the Office. 

(c) To prevent the possibility that the public will misconstrue 
variances between personal opinions of Office employees and 
Office policy. 

(d) To avoid spending the time and money of the United 
States for private purposes. 

(e) To preserve the integrity of the administrative process, 
minimize disruption of the decision-making process, and 
prevent interference with the Office’s administrative func- 
tions. P 


§ 1Sa.4 Testimony or production of documents; general rule 


(a) No Office employee shall give testimony concerning the 
official business of the Office or produce any document in any 
legal proceeding without the prior authorization of the Solicitor. 
Where appropriate, an Office employee may be instructed in 
writing by the Commissioner, Solicitor, or other appropriate 
Office employee not to give testimony or produce a document. 
Without prior approval, no Office employee shall answer in- 
quiries from a person not employed by the Department of 
Commerce regarding testimony or documents subject to a 
demand or a potential demand under the provisions of this Part. 
All inquiries involving a demand or potential demand on an 
Office employee shall be referred to the Solicitor. 

(b) A certified copy of a document, not otherwise available 
under Chapter I of this Title, will be provided for use in a legal 
proceeding upon written request and payment of applicable fees 
required by law 

(c)1) Request for testimony or document. A request for 
testimony of an Office employee or document shall be mailed 
or hand-delivered to the Office of the Solicitor. The mailing 
address of the Office of the Solicitor is Box 8, Patent and 
Trademark Office, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

(2) Subpoenas. A subpoena for testimony by an Office em- 
ployee or a document shall be served in accordance with the 
Federal Rules of Civil or Criminal Procedure as appropriate, 
or applicable state procedure, and a copy of the subpoena shall 
be sent to the Solicitor. 

(3) Affidavit. Every request and subpoena shall be accom- 
panied by an affidavit or declaration under 28 U.S.C. 1746 or, 
if an affidavit or declaration is not feasible, a written statement 
setting forth the title of the legal proceeding, the forum, the 
requesting party’s interest in the legal proceeding, the reasons 
for the request or subpoena, a showing that the desired testimony 
or document is not reasonably available from any other source, 
and if testimony is requested, the intended use of the testimony, 
a general summary of the testimony desired, and a showing 
that no document could be provided and used in lieu of tes- 
timony. The purpose of this requirement is to permit the Solicitor 
to make an informed decision as to whether testimony or pro- 
duction of a document should be authorized. 

(d) Any Office employee who is served with a demand shall 
immediately notify the Office of the Solicitor. 

(e) The Solicitor may consult or negotiate with an attorney 
for a party or the party, if not represented by an attorney, to 
refine or limit a demand so that compliance is less burdensome 
or obtain information necessary to make the determination 
required by paragraph (c) of this section. Failure of the attorney 
or party to cooperate in good faith to enable an informed 
determination to be made under this part may serve as the basis 
for a determination not to comply with the demand. 

(f) A determination under this part to comply or not to comply 
with a demand is not an assertion or waiver of privilege, lack 
of relevance, technical deficiencies or any other ground for 
noncompliance. The Commissioner reserves the right to oppose 
any demand on any legal ground independent of any determi- 
nation under this part. 
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§ 15a.5 Testimony of Office employees in proceedings involving 
the United States. 


(a) An Office employee may not testify as an expert or opinion 
witness for any party other than the United States. 

(b) When appropriate, the Solicitor may authorize an Office 
employee to give testimony as an expert or opinion witness 
on behalf of the United States. Expert or opinion testimony on 
behalf of the United States will not be authorized in any legal 
proceeding involving the validity or enforceability of a patent 
or registered trademark. 

(c) Whenever, in any legal proceeding involving the United 
States, a request is made by an attorney representing or acting 
under the authority of the United States, the Solicitor will make 
all necessary arrangements for the Office employee to give 
testimony on behalf of the United States. Where appropriate, 
the Solicitor may require reimbursement to the Office of the 
expenses associated with an Office employee giving testimony 
on behalf of the United States. 


§ 15a.6 Legal proceedings between private litigants 


(a) Testimony by an Office employee and production of 
documents in a legal proceeding not involving the United States 
shall be governed by § 15a.4. 

(b) If an Office employee is authorized to give testimony in 
a legal proceeding, the testimony, if otherwise proper, shall be 
limited to facts within the personal knowledge of the Office 
employee. An Office employee is prohibited from giving expert 
or opinion testimony, answering hypothetical or speculative 
questions, or giving testimony with respect to subject matter 
which is privileged. If an Office employee is authorized to testify 
in connection with the employee’s involvement or assistance 
in a quasi-judicial proceeding which took place before the 
Office, that employee is further prohibited from giving testi- 
mony in response to questions which seek: 


(1) Information about that employee’s: 


(i) Background. 

(ii) Expertise. 

(iii) Qualifications to examine or otherwise consider a particular 
patent or trademark application. 

(iv) Usual practice or whether the employee followed a 
procedure set out in any Office manual of practice in a particular 
case. 

(v) Consultation with another Office employee. 

(vi) Understanding of: 

(A) A patented invention, an invention sought to be patented, 
or patent application, patent, reexamination or interference file 

(B) Prior art. 

(C) Registered subject matter, subject matter sought to be 
registered, or atrademark application, registration, opposition, 
cancellation, interference or concurrent use file. 

(D) Any Office manual of practice. 

(E) Office regulations. 

(F) Patent, trademark, or other 

law. 

(G) The responsibilities of another Office employee. 

(vii) Reliance on particular facts or arguments. 

(2) To inquire into the manner in and extent to which the 
employee considered or studied material in performing the 
quasi-judicial function. 

(3) To inquire into the bases, reasons, mental processes, 
analyses, or conclusions of that Office employee in performing 
the quasi-judicial function. 


§ 15a.7 Procedures when an Office employee receives a 
subpoena. 


(a) Any Office employee who receives a subpoena shall 
immediately forward the subpoena to the Office of the Solicitor. 
The Solicitor will determine the extent to which an Office 
employee will comply with the subpoena. 

(b) If the Office employee is not authorized to comply with 
the subpoena, the Office employee shall appear at the time and 
place stated in the subpoena, produce a copy of Part 15a of Title 
15 and a copy of this part, and respectfully refuse to provide 
any testimony or produce any document. United States ex rel. 
Touhy v. Ragen . 340 U.S. 462 (1951). 
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(c) When necessary or appropriate, the Solicitor will request 
assistance from the Department of Justice or a U.S. Attorney 
or otherwise assure the presence of an attorney to represent 
the interests of the Office or an Office employee. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Revisions to §§1701 and 1701.01 of MPEP 


Dec. 23, 1988. 


§ 1701 Office personnel not to express opinion on validity 
or patentability of patent. 


Every patent is presumed to be valid. 35 U.S.C. § 282, first 
sentence. Public policy demands that every employee of the 
Patent and Trademark Office refuse to express to any person 
any opinion as to the validity or invalidity of, or the patentability 
or unpatentability of any claim in any U.S. Patent, except to 
the extent necessary to carry out (a) examination of an appli- 
cation seeking to reissue the patent, (b) a reexamination pro- 
ceeding to reexamine the patent, or (c) an interference involving 
the patent. 

The question of validity or invalidity is otherwise exclusively 
a matter to be determined by a court. Members of the patent 
examining corps are cautioned to be especially wary of any 
inquiry from any person outside the Patent and Trademark 
Office, including an employee of another Government agency, 
the answer to which might indicate that a particular patent should 
not have issued. 

When a field of search for an invention is requested, exam- 
iners should routinely inquire whether the invention has been 
patented in the United States. If the invention has been patented, 
no field of search should be suggested. 

Employees of the Patent and Trademark Office, particularly 
patent examiners who examined an application which matured 
into a patent or a reissued patent or who conducted a reexami- 
nation proceeding, should not discuss or answer inquiries from 
any person outside the Patent and Trademark Office as to 
whether or not a certain reference or other particular evidence 
was considered during the examination or proceeding and whether 
or not a claim would have been allowed over that reference or 
other evidence had it been considered during the examination 
or proceeding. Likewise, employees are cautioned against an- 
swering any inquiry concerning any entry in the patent or 
reexamination file, including the extent of the field of search 
and any entry relating thereto. The record of the file of a patent 
or reexamination proceeding must speak for itself. 

Practitioners can be of material assistance in this regard by 
refraining from making improper inquiries of members of the 
patent examining corps. Inquiries from members of the public 
relating to the matters discussed above must of necessity be 
refused and such refusal should not be considered discourteous 
or an expression of opinion as to validity or patentability. 


§ 1701.01 Office personnel not to testify 
{ Reprint: 37 CFR 15a.1 
37 CFR 15a.2 
37 CFR 15a.3 
37 CFR 15a.4 
37 CFR 15a.5 
37 CFR 15a.6 
37 CFR 1Sa.7] 


It is the policy of the Patent and Trademark Office that its 
employees, including patent examiners, will not appear as_wit- 
nesses or give testimony in legal proceedings, except under the 
conditions specified in 37 CFR Part 15a. Any employee who 
testifies contrary to this policy will be dismissed or removed. 
The reasons for this policy are set out in 37 CFR 15a.3. 

Whenever an employee of the Patent and Trademark Office, 
including a patent examiner, is asked to testify or receives a 
subpoena, the employee shall immediately notify the Office of 
the Solicitor. Inquiries requesting testimony shall be also _re- 
ferred immediately to the Office of the Solicitor. 

Patent examiners and other Patent and Trademark Office 
employees performing or assisting in the performance of quasi- 
judicial functions, are forbidden to testify as experts or to express 
opinions as to the validity of any patent. 
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Any individual desiring the testimony of an employee of the 
Patent and Trademark Office, including the testimony of a patent 
examiner or other quasi-judicial employee, must comply with 
the provisions of 37 CFR Part 15a. 

A request for testimony of an employee of the Patent and 
Trademark Office should be made to the Office of the + 

Solicitor at least ten working days prior to the date of the 
expected testimony. 

If an employee is authorized to testify, the employee will be 
limited to testifying about facts within the employee’s personal 
knowledge. Employees are prohibited from giving expert or 
opinion testimony. Fischer & Porter Co. v. Corning Glass 
Works. 61 F.R.D. 321, 181 USPQ 329(E.D. Pa. 1974). Likewise, 
employees are prohibited from answering hypothetical or specu- 
lative questions. In re Mayewsky, 162 USPQ 86, 89 (E.D. Va. 
1969) (deposition of an examiner must be restricted to relevant 
matters of fact and must avoid any hypothetical or speculative 
questions or conclusions based thereon); Shaffer Tool Works 
v. Joy Mfg. Co., 167 USPQ 170 (S.D. Tex. 1970) (deposition 
of examiner should be limited to matters of fact and must not 
go into hypothetical or speculative areas or the bases, reasons, 
mental processes, analyses, or conclusions of the examiner in 
acting upon a patent application). Employees will not be permitted 
to give testimony with respect to subject matter which is 
privileged. Several court decisions limit testimony with respect 
to quasi-judicial functions performed by employees. Those 
decisions include United States v. Morgan, 313 U.S. 409, 422 
(1941) (improper to inquire into mental processes of quasi- 
judicial officer or to examine the manner and extent to which 
the officer considered an administrative record); Western Elec- 
tric Co. v. Piezo Technology, Inc. v. Quigg, 860 F.2d 428, 8 
USPQ 2d 1853 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (patent examiner may not be 
compelled to answer questions which probe the examiner’s 
technical knowledge of the subject matter of a patent); McCulloch 
Gas Processing Co. v. Department of Energy, 650 F.2d 1216, 
1229 (Temp. Emer. Ct. App. 1981) (discovery of degree of 
expertise of individuals performing governmental functions not 
permitted); In re Nilssen, 851 F.2d 1401, 7 USPQ 2d 1500 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988) (technical or scientific qualifications of examiners- 
in-chief are not legally relevant in appeal under 35 U.S.C. § 
134 since board members need not be skilled in the art to render 
obviousness decision); Lange v. Commissioner, 352 F. Supp. 
166, 176 USPQ 162 (D.D.C. 1972) (technical qualifications 
of examiners-in-chief not relevant in § 145 action). 

In view of the discussion above, if an employee is authorized 
to testify in connection with the employee’s involvement or 
assistance in a quasi-judicial proceeding which took place 
before the Patent and Trademark Office, the employee will not 
be permitted to give testimony in response to questions whichseek: 


(1) Information about that employee’s: 

(A)Background. 

(B)Expertise. 

(C)Qualifications to examine or otherwise consider a 
particular patent or trademark application. 

(D)Usual practice or whether the employee followed a 
procedure set out in any Office manual of practice (including 
the MPEP or TMEP) in a particular case. 

(E) Consultation with another Office employee. 

(F) Understanding of: 

(i) A patented invention, an invention sought to be 
patented, or patent application, patent, reexamination or inter- 
ference file. 

(ii) Prior art. 

(iii) Registered subject matter, subject matter sought 
to be registered, or a trademark application, registration, oppo- 
sition, cancellation, interference or concurrent use file. 

(iv) Any Office manual of practice. 

(v) Office regulations. 

(vi) Patent, trademark, or other law. 

(vii) The responsibilities of another Office employee. 


(G) reliance on particular facts or arguments. 

(2) To inquire into the manner in and extent to which the 
employee considered or studied material in performing a quasi- 
judicial function. 

(3) To inquire into the bases, reasons, mental processes, 
analyses, or conclusions of that Office employee in performing 
the quasi-judicial function. 
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Any request for testimony addressed or delivered to the Office 
of the Solicitor shall comply with 37 CFR 15a.4(c). All requests 
must be in writing . The need for a subpoena may be obviated 
where the request complies with 37 CFR 15a.4(c) if the party 
requesting the testimony further meets the following conditions: 


(1) The party requesting the testimony identifies the civil 
action or other legal proceeding for which the testimony is being 
taken. The identification shall include: 


(a) the style of the case, 

(b) the civil action number, 

(c) the district in which the civil action is pending, 

(d) the judge assigned to the case, and 

(e) the name, address, and telephone number of counsel 
for all parties in the civil action. 


(2) The party agrees not to ask questions seeking information 
which is precluded by 37 CFR 15a.6(b). 

(3) The party shall comply with applicable provisions of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, including Rule 30, and give 
ten working days notice to the Office of the Solicitor prior to 
the date a deposition is desired. Fifteen working days notice 
is required for any deposition which is desired to be taken 
between Nov. 15 and Jan. 15. 

(4) The party agrees to notice the deposition at a place 
convenient to the Patent and Trademark Office. The Conference 
Room in the Office of the Solicitor is deemed to be a place 
convenient to the Office. 

(5) The party agrees to supply a copy of the transcript of 
the deposition to the Patent and Trademark Office for its records. 


Absent a written agreement meeting the conditions specified 
in paragraphs (1) through (5), a party must comply with the 
precise terms of 37 CFR 15a.4(c) and the Patent and Trademark 
Office will not permit a deposition without issuance of a 


subpoena. 


se #2 


Revisions to §§ 1801 and 1801.01 of TMEP 


§ 1801 Office personnel noi to express opinion on validity 
of registered trademark 


A certificate of registration of a trademark on the Principal 
Register is prima facie evidence of the validity of the registration. 
15 U.S.C. § 1057(b). Public policy demands that every em- 
ployee of the Patent and Trademark Office refuse to express 
to any person any opinion as to the validity of any registered 
trademark, except to the extent necessary to carry out inter 
partes proceedings at the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
in cancellation and similar proceedings authorized by law. 

The question of validity of a registered trademark is otherwise 
exclusively a matter to be determined by a court. Members of 
the trademark examining operation are cautioned to be espe- 
cially wary of any inquiry from any person outside the Patent 
and Trademark Office, including an employee of another Gov- 
ernment agency, the answer to which might indicate that a 
particular registration should not have been published or issued. 

Employees of the Patent and Trademark Office, particularly 
trademark examining attorneys who examined an application 
should not discuss or answer inquiries from any person outside 
the Patent and Trademark Office as to whether or not a certain 
registration or other particular evidence was considered during 
the examination of the application or whether a trademark would 
have been published or registered if the registration or other 
evidence had been considered during the examination. Like- 
wise, employees are cautioned against answering any inquiry 
concerning any entry in the trademark registration file, including 
the extent of the field of search and any entry relating thereto. 
The record of the file of a trademark registration or inter partes 
proceedings before the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board must 
speak for itself. 

Practitioners can be of material assistance in this regard by 
refraining from making improper inquiries of members of the 
trademark examining operation. Inquiries from members of the 
public relating to the matters discussed above must of necessity 
be refused and such refusal should not be considered discour- 
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teous or an expression of opinion as to validity of any regis- 
tration. 


§ 1801.01 Office personnel not to testify 
{ Reprint: 37 CFR 15a.1 

37 CFR 15a.2 

37 CFR 15a.3 

37 CFR 15a.4 

37 CFR 15a.5 

37 CFR 15a.6 

37 CFR 15a.7]} 


It is the policy of the Patent and Trademark Office that its 
employees, including trademark examining attorneys, will not 
appear as witnesses or give testimony in legal proceedings, 
except under the conditions specified in 37 CFR Part 15a. Any 
employee who testifies contrary to this policy will be dismissed 
or removed . The reasons for this policy are set out in 37 CFR 
15a.3. 

Whenever an employee of the Patent and Trademark Office, 
including a trademark examining attorney, is asked to testify 
or receives a subpoena, the employee shall immediately notify 
the Office of the Solicitor. Inquiries requesting testimony shall 
be also referred immediately to the Office of the Solicitor. 

Trademark examining attorneys and other Patent and Trade- 
mark Office employees performing or assisting in the perform- 
ance of quasi-judicial functions, are forbidden to testify as 
experts or to express opinions as to the validity of any reg- 
istration. 

Any individual desiring the testimony of an employee of the 
Patent and Trademark Office, including the testimony of a 
trademark examining attorney or other quasi-judicial employee, 
must comply with the provisions of 37 CFR Part 15a. 

A request for testimony of an emptoyee of the Patent and 
Trademark Office should be made to the Office of the Solicitor 
at least ten working days prior to the date of the expected 
testimony. 

If an employee is authorized to testify, the employee will be 
limited to testifying about facts within the employee's personal 
knowledge. Employees are prohibited from giving expert or 
opinion testimony. Fischer & Porter Co. v. Corning Glass 
Works ,61 F.R.D. 321, 181 USPQ 329(E.D. Pa. 1974). Likewise, 
employees are prohibited from answering hypothetical or specu- 
lative questions. Jn re Mayewsky , 162 USPQ 86, 89 (E.D. Va. 
1969) (deposition of an examiner must be restricted to relevant 
matters of fact and must avoid any hypothetical or speculative 
questions or conclusions based thereon); Shaffer Tool Works 
v. Joy Mfg. Co. , 167 USPQ 170 (S.D. Tex. 1970) (deposition 
of examiner should be limited to matters of fact and must not 
go into hypothetical or speculative areas or the bases, reasons, 
mental processes, analyses, or conclusions of the examiner in 
acting upon an application). Employees will not be permitted 
to give testimony with respect to subject matter which is 
privileged. Several court decisions limit testimony with respect 
to quasi-judicial functions performed by employees. Those 
decisions include United States v. Morgan , 313 U.S. 409, 422 
(1941) (improper to inquire into mental processes of quasi- 
judicial officer or to examine the manner and extent to which 
the officer considered an administrative record); Western Electric 
Co. v. Piezo Technology, Inc. v. Quigg , 860 F.2d 428, 8 USPQ 
2d 1583 (Fed. Cir. 1988) (patent examiner may not be compelled 
to answer questions which probe the examiner’s technical knowl- 
edge of the subject matter of a patent); McCulloch Gas Pro- 
cessing Co. v. Department of Energy , 650 F.2d 1216, 1229 
(Temp. Emer. Ct. App. 1981) (discovery of degree of expertise 
of individuals performing governmental functions not permit- 
ted); In re Nilssen , 851 F.2d 1401, 7 USPQ 2d 1500 (Fed. 
Cir. 1988) (technical or scientific qualifications of examiners- 
in-chief are not legally relevant in appeal under 35 U.S.C. 134 
since board members need not be skilled in the art to render 
obviousness decision); Lance v. Commissioner , 352 F. Supp. 
166, 176 USPQ 162 (D.D.C. 1972) (technical qualifications 
of examiners-in-chief not relevant in Sec. 145 action). 

In view of the discussion above, if an employee is authorized 
to testify in connection with the employee’s involvement or 
assistance in a quasi-judicial proceeding which took place 
before the Patent and Trademark Office, the employee will not 
be permitted to give testimony in response to questions which 
seek: 
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(1) Information about that employee’s: 

(A) Background. 

(B) Expertise. 

(C) Qualifications to examine or otherwise consider a 
particular patent or trademark application. 

(D) Usual practice or whether the employee followed a 
procedure set out in any Office manual of practice (including 
the MPEP or TMEP) in a particular case. 

(E) Consultation with another Office employee. 

(F) Understanding of: 

(i) A patented invention, an invention sought to be 
patented, or patent application, patent, reexamination or inter- 
ference file. 

(ii) Prior art. 

(iii) Registered subject matter, subject matter sought 
to be registered, or a trademark application, registration, oppo- 
sition, cancellation, interference or concurrent use file. 

(iv) Any Office manual of practice. 

(v) Office regulations 

(vi) Patent, trademark, or other law. 

(vii) The responsibilities of another Office employee. 

(G) Reliance on particular facts or arguments. 

(2) To inquire into the manner in and extent to which the 
employee considered or studied material in performing a quasi- 
judicial function. 

(3) To inquire into the bases, reasons, mental processes, 
analyses, or conclusions of that Office employee in performing 
the quasi-judicial function. 


Any request for testimony addressed or delivered to the Office 
of the Solicitor shall comply with 37 CFR 15a.4(c). All requests 
must be in writing . The need for a subpoena may be obviated 
where the request complies with 37 CFR 15a.4(c) only if the 
party requesting the testimony further meets the following con- 
ditions: 


(1) The party requesting the testimony identifies the civil 
action or other legal proceeding for which the testimony is being 
taken. The identification shall include: 


(a) the style of the case, 

(b) the civil action number, 

(c) the district in which the civil action is pending, 

(d) the judge assigned to the case, and 

(e) the name, address, and telephone number of counsel 
for all parties in the civil action. 


(2) The party agrees not to ask questions seeking information 
which is precluded by 37 CFR 15a.6(b). 

(3) The party shall comply with applicable provisions of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, including Rule 30, and give 
ten working days notice to the Office of the Solicitor 

prior to the date a deposition is desired. Fifteen working days 
notice is required for any deposition which is desired to be taken 
between Nov. 15 and Jan. 15. 

(4) The party agrees to notice the deposition at a place 
convenient to the Patent and Trademark Office. The Conference 
Room in the Office of the Solicitor is deemed to be a place 
convenient to the Office. 

(5) The party agrees to supply a copy of the transcript of the 
deposition to the Patent and Trademark Office for its records. 


Absent a written agreement meeting the conditions specified 
in paragraphs (1) through (5), a party must comply with the 
precise terms of 37 CFR 15a.4(c) and the Patent and Trademark 
Office will not permit a deposition without issuance of a sub- 
poena. 


FRED E. McKELVEY, 
Feb. 7, 1989. Solicitor 
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Patent and Trademark Automated Search System Fees 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Final Rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office) is amend- 
ing the rules of practice in patent and trademark cases, Parts 
1 and 2 of Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, to set forth 
fees for public access to the text data bases resident on the 
Automated Patent System (APS) and the automated trademark 
search system (T-Search). Pub. L. 100-703, enacted on Novem- 
ber 19, 1988, allows the Commissioner to establish reasonable 
fees for on-line access to the automated search systems. 

The Office will provide on-line access to its USPAT data base 
(full text of U.S. patents issued after 1974), the U.S. classification 
data from 1790 to the present, and to English abstracts of 
Japanese and Chinese patents (to the extent they are available), 
hereinafter referred to as APS-Text, in its Patent Search Room 
and to T-Search in its Trademark Search Library, located in 
Arlington, Virginia. Except for a series of pilot experiments 
which may occur over the next one or two years, the Office 
does not plan to provide routine remote on-line access to these 
data bases at any other facilities at the present time. A separate 
rulemaking process will be followed when the Office determines 
to provide such remote on-line access. 

Both search systems have been made available to the public 
free of charge since April 3, 1989, for the purposes of education 
and training (familiarization). 

The paper and/or microfilm collections of U.S. patents, for- 
eign patents documents and U.S. trademark registrations con- 
tinue to be available to the public free of charge, as provided 
by section 104(b) of Pub. L. 100-703. The Office reaffirms its 
commitment to hold a public hearing prior to making any 
decision concerning the elimination of the paper files. 

This final rule establishes fees for use of the on-line automated 
search systems. In addition, procedures for public use of the 
automated search systems, including training and charging of 
fees, are presented. 

In response to the notice of proposed rulemaking published 
in the Federal Register on May 3, 1989 (54 FR 18907), and 
at a public hearing held on June 30, 1989, the Office received 
many comments regarding problems encountered by the public 
in the use of T-Search. The Office believes that T-Search has 
proven effective for searches performed by Trademark exam- 
ining attorneys in connection with their examination of appli- 
cations for the registration of marks. Although the Office is 
establishing a fee for accessing the T-Search system, the Com- 
missioner is immediately suspending collection of that fee to 
provide additional time for the public to familiarize themselves 
with T-Search. The Office will provide the public with sixty days 
notice before starting to collect the fee. 

Effective Date: February 12, 1990. Rule 2.6(w) will take effect 
February 12, 1990 but immediately be suspended by the Com- 
missioner. The Office will provide written notice in the Federal 
Register sixty days before starting to collect fees for accessing 
T-Search. 

For Further Information : Frances Michalkewicz by telephone 
at (703) 557-1610 or by mail marked to her attention and 
addressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information : The purpose of this final rule is 
to establish new fees for the on-line use by the public of APS- 
Text, and T-Search that are to be provided in the Office's 
facilities in Arlington, Virginia. This final rule is consistent with 
the Office’s Electronic Data Dissemination Policies and Guide- 
lines, which were published in final form in the Federal Register 
on May 3, 1989, at 54 FR 18920. Establishment and adjustment 
of patent fees is provided for by section 6 and section 41 of 
Title 35, United States Code, and section 103(b) of Pub. L. 100- 
703. Establishment and adjustment of trademark fees is author- 
ized by section 31 of the Trademark (Lanham) Act 1946, as 
amended (15 U.S.C. 1113), and section 103(a) of Pub. L. 100- 
703. Information on the procedures for public use of the au- 
tomated systems, including training, waivers, and the charging 
of fees, also is presented. 

Background : In response to Pub. L. 96-517, the 1980 legislation 
which amended patent and trademark laws, the Office prepared 
and submitted a plan for the automation of its operations to 
Congress on December 13, 1982. The plan centered on two basic 
concepts: the creation of electronic data bases that (1) would 
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eventually replace the Office’s all-paper patent and trademark 
files, and thereby improve the integrity and quality of Office 
records; and (2) would support searches, examinations, Office 
actions and other Office functions through electronic worksta- 
tions which would provide text and image retrieval capabilities 
and perform other automation functions. 

Over 700,000 active Federal trademark registations have been 
converted to an electronic data base of textual and digital image 
data. A computer system has been installed to enable trademark 
examining attorneys to search the data base for registered and 
pending trademarks and associated textual data, including marks 
containing designs, and to retrieve, display and print all infor- 
mation as a substitute for paper file searches. Trademark ex- 
amining attorneys have been using T-Search exclusively since 
January 1988 via a network of approximately 40 terminals. After 
a six-month experimental T-Search evaluation program con- 
ducted between June and December 1988, the capability was 
deployed for public use in the Trademark Search Library on 
April 3, 1989. 

The T-Search “dead data base”, trademarks cancelled, ex- 
pired or abandoned since March 1984, also is available to the 
public, but approximately 17,000 images are missing and an 
additional 184,000 registrations and applications have not been 
quality checked. Trademark examining attorneys do not search 
this data base in connection with examining activities. 

An Automated Patent System (APS) was installed for test and 
evaluation purposes, using one patent examining group as an 
operational testbed. Major operational components of APS, that 
is, large scale computers with conventional magnetic storage 
devices, a high-speed local data communications network, and 
electronic workstations equipped with two high resolution graphic 
displays and laser printers were interconnected on July 1, 1986, 
to enable system test and evaluation to begin in the testbed 
group. 

On-line access to the full-text of all U.S. patents granted after 
1974 and then to English language abstracts of Japanese patents 
was deployed to the patent examining staff beginning in 1986. 
On-line access to APS-Text permits examiners to search the text 
of approximately one million U.S. patents containing more than 
five billion words. Today, all examiners have been trained in 
the use of the full-text searching tool, and it has become a routine 
part of the patent examination process for many examiners. 
Searches are conducted from approximately 71 single screen 
text terminals located throughout the Office. The APS-Text 
capability was deployed to the public in the Patent Search Room 
on April 3, 1989. 

The Office intends to enter the text of virtually all U.S. patents 
issued after 1970. In addition, selected tubular data and chemical 
and mathematical equations will be added to the current full 
text file. Ultimately, approximately 1.2 million U.S. patents will 
be available to both patent examiners and the public for search 
in full text form. 

Public evaluation of the APS full-text search capability was 
conducted between January 1! and April 15, 1988. Forty-two 
(42) public users were trained an APS-Text during January 1988, 
and allowed first-come/first-serve access to several terminals. 
Reactions of public users to APS-Text were positive. Public 
users found APS-Text useful for pre-application and state-of- 
the-art searches. 

A total of 38 public users were trained on T-Search during 
a public evaluation period conducted between June and Decem- 
ber 1988. Preliminary review indicated that public users con- 
sidered T-Search to be useful both as a source for registrability 
searching and for verifying paper searches. In addition, T-Search 
was found to facilitate searches by class and ownership. 

Pub. L. 100-703, enacted on November 19, 1988, allows the 
Commissioner to establish reasonable fees for public access to 
the automated search systems while it continues the require- 
ments that no more than 30 percent of automation resources 
may be from user fees and that the Office may not enter into 
exchange agreements relating to automatic data processing 
resources. 

Section 104(c) of Pub. L. 100-703 allows the Commissioner 
to waive the payment by an individual of fees for accessing the 
automated search systems upon a showing of need or hardship, 
and if such waiver is in the public interest. 

The information contained in the automated data bases, which 
will be available to the public at the Patent and Trademark Office 
in Arlington, Virginia, is available free of charge at that location 
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in paper form, and is substantially available through commercial 
vendors. The Office believes it to be in the public interest to 
waive the fee for public access to its text data bases in situations 
where access to the data base is needed for a personal, educa- 
tional purpose by an individual or member of an educational 
or non-profit organization, or where payment of the fee would 
pose a genuine financial hardship to the user. 

A personal, educational purpose is one in which the person 
using the data base is attempting to satisfy a personal need. and 
is not conducting a search or otherwise using the data base for 
compensation in any form. Examples of appropriate waiver 
situations would include students or teachers doing a term paper, 
a university professor collecting background information for the 
preparation of an application for a research grant. An example 
of a situation where a waiver would not be appropriate would 
include an individual doing work for renumeration — e.g., a 
law student doing a pre-examination or infringement search for 
a law firm. 

The Commissioner will further consider a fee waiver based 
on a genuine financial hardship. The person requesting a waiver 
will be required to provide information that would demonstrate 
a clear inability to pay the fee. 

A waiver for the payment of fees is intended to be granted 
sparingly, and generally only when terminals are available. It 
is not anticipated that fees will be waived for any one individual 
more than once or twice each year. The Commissioner reserves 
the authority to control access to the data bases and deny a waiver 
to any individual. 

The waiver policy would apply only to use of the automated 
system, and not to the printing or sale of copies. Any abuse of 
the waiver policy could lead to a ban on the use of any public 
search facility for that individual. 

Cost Calculations : The Office calculated unit costs for all 
fees based on OMB Circular A-25 “User Fees”, and OMB 
Circular A-130, “Management of Federal Information Re- 
sources.” Costs were determined from the best available records 
(for example, financial statements for the Office) and included 
direct and indirect costs to the Office of carrying out the activity, 
as directed by OMB Circular A-25. User charges for both APS- 
Text and T-Search were based on the marginal costs of providing 
these services to the public. 

In calculating the costs of providing access to T-Search and 
APS- Text to the public, the Office followed Congressional 
direction that fees be resonable by reflecting the marginal cost 
for providing the new service and not include the costs of 
designing or installing the automated system for use by Office 
examiners, or the development of the new systems. 

Prior to preparation of this final rule, all of the cost assump- 
tions and cost calculations were reviewed and modified to ensure 
that they included the Office’s best estimates and projections. 


APS-Text 


The Office is establishing the $40.00 fee for each hour of 
terminal session time on APS-Text. The marginal costs for one 
hour terminal session time on APS-Text include a portion of 
the lease cost of a new computer mainframe which originally 
was to be acquired in fiscal year 1990 for use by Office patent 
examiners. To meet public search requirements, the mainframe 
is being leased earlier than originally planned. That portion of 
lease costs for the three (3) month period March 1990 through 
May 1990 over and above the lease costs for a mainframe sized 
to meet only examiner needs is being passed on to the user. After 
May 1990, the mainframe was intended to be procured and 
installed to support APS. Therefore, no costs are being passed 
on to the public user after that time. When public usage reaches 
the level where a mainframe dedicated for public use is required, 
fee adjustments will be proposed to pass all of the costs of that 
mainframe on to the public. 

The level of public use will affect the amount of main memory 
needed to support the additional search sessions. It is projected 
than an additional increment of main memory will be required 
in fiscal years 1991 and 1992. This increment would not be 
required to support the examiner workload alone. 

The fee calculations for public access also include the costs 
for equipment: network interface units, text terminals, printer 
noise dampeners and text terminal printers. 

Other costs include a portion of the license fees that must 
be paid to Chemical Abstracts Service for its proprietary text 
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and structure search software; additional personnel for the Patent 
Search Room, and the Office of Information Systems; computer 
installation costs; supplies and equipment dedicated to public 
use; and general and administrative overhead. 

The Office is providing free access time during training on 
the automated search systems in accordance with ? 104(c) of 
Public Law 100-703 which reads. “...a limited amount of free 
access shall be made available to all users of the systems for 
purposes of education and training.” 

The usage rate estimates are based on the three-month public 
user study performed from January through March 1988. For 
this study, 42 frequent Patent Search Room users were selected 
to be trained in the use of APS-Text. Three text terminals were 
made available to the trained public users at no charge. During 
the three-month study period, use of the three terminals averaged 
approximately 50 percent. While it is impossible to accurately 
predict future use by a more diverse group of public users, the 
cost calculations attempted to take into account the following 
factors and assumptions: 

1. Future public users, on averge, would use APS-Text less 
frequently than the 42 frequent users selected for the 1988 study, 
many of whom routinely used commercially available auto- 
mated text search tools. 

2. Collection of a fee for use (as opposed to the absence of 
any charge during the study) would reduce demand for text 
search services when compared with usage data obtained during 
the study period. 

3. The potential universe of public users is expected to average 
no more than 300 per day. 

4. The average length of a public user search session is 
projected to be approximately 22 minutes — the average length 
of a search session during the 1988 test of public use. 

5. Based on the preceding assumptions, if all 300 potential 
public users conducted a single search session during a workday, 
a total of 110 hours of access would be required. Twenty-five 
text terminals available five days a week, twelve hours a day, 
would provide a maximum potential of 300 hours of available 
text search time. Under these assumptions, the number of 
text terminals appeared to be adequate for the foreseeable fu- 
ture. 

6. For purposes of actual use of available text terminals, the 
following estimates were used: 

(a) In fiscal year 1990, between four (4) and six (6) terminals 
would be available during the first quarter. An estimate of 45 
percent utilization of available text terminal time was projected. 
By increasing the number of text terminals to 10 in January 1990 
and 20 in April 1990, an estimate of 40 percent utilization of 
available text terminal time was projected. By increasing the 
number of text terminals to 25 in July 1990, an estimate of 35 
percent utilization of available text terminal time was project- 
ed 


(b) During fiscal year 1991 and beyond, stable levels of usage 
were projected to be achieved, yielding an estimated 35 percent 
average utilization of the 25 available terminals. This utilization 
rate equates to 105 session hours per day, or an average of 4.2 
session hours per terminal per day. At an average of 22 minutes 
per session, a total of 286 search sessions per day. 

Although usage rates since the system was made available 
to the public in April 1989 have been higher than projected, 
the Office believes these projections are valid for the three-year 
fee cycle. 

A summary of the fee calculations is as follows: 


APS-Text 
Marginal Cost of One-Hour of 
Terminal Session Time 
(December 1989-November 1992) 
Public Share 
Cost Element (Marginal Cost) 
Personnel: Compensation 
and Benefits 
Hardware & Maintenance 
Software (license fees) 
Site Preparation 
Non-capital Furniture 
Supplies & Forms 
Sub-Total 
General & Administrative 
Overhead 


$ 918,196 
$ 691,289 
$ 295,676 
$ 38,118 

$ 8,750 

$ 3,500 

$ 1,955,529 


$ 361,773 
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TOTAL COST 
Estimated Use (hours) 
UNIT COST (per hour) 


$ 2,317,302 
65,946 
$ 35.14 


The marginal cost for one hour of Office staff search assis- 
tance on APS-text includes the costs of personnel compensation 
and benefits. 

A summary of the fee calculation is as follows: 


APS-Text 
Marginal Cost of One-Hour of 
Office Staff Search Assistance 
(December 1989-November 1992) 
Public Share 

Cost Element (Marginal Cost) 
Personnel: Annual Compensation 
and Benefits 
TOTAL COST 
Work Hours (per annum) 
UNIT COST (per hour) 


$ 45,659 
1,776 
$ 25.71 


The marginal cost for a printed copy generated from APS- 
Text includes costs for compensation and benefits, printers, 
furniture for the printers, supplies and forms, and general and 
administrative overhead. 

A summary is as follows: 


APS-Text 
Marginal Cost of 
Each Printed Page 
(December 1989-November 1992) 


Public Share 
Cost Element (Marginal Cost) 
Personnel: Compensation 
and Benefits 
Hardware & Maintenance 
Non-capital Furniture 
Supplies & Forms 
Sub-Total 
General & Administrative 
Overhead 
TOTAL COST 
Estimated Use (pages) 
UNIT COST (per page) 


$ 173,472 
$ 13,483 
$ 5,000 
$ 35,882 
$ 227,837 


$ 42,150 
$ 269,987 
4,496,325 

$0.060 


T-Search 


The marginal cost for one hour of terminal session time on 
T-Search includes the costs of personnel in the Trademark 
Search Library, maintenance of the T-Search terminals, routine 
site preparation, supplies and forms, and general and admin- 
istrative overhead. The Office is establishing the $40.00 fee for 
each hour of terminal session time on T-Search, but is imme- 
diately suspending collection of that fee in order to provide 
public users additional time to familiarize themselves with the 
system. 

The comments submitted in response to the proposed rule- 
making indicate that the public users have not adequately ad- 
justed to the T-Search system. During the period collection of 
the fee is suspended, the public will have an opportunity to better 
learn the system so as to perform more effective searches than 
they may be experiencing now. The Office will publish a notice 
in the Federal Register sixty days before it begins collecting 
a fee for public access to T-Search. 

Usage rates for T-Search during fiscal years 1990-1992 were 
projected to be 28 percent of the hours the system would be 
available to the public. This rate was extrapolated from actual 
usage rates during the T-Search public user pilot program which 
was conducted from June through December 1988. A total of 
38 members of the public were trained on T-Search, and about 
24 to 28 public users were active on T-Search each month. The 
overall usage rate of these active users was 14 percent of the 
hours the system was available to the public. In projecting usage 
rates on which to base a fee amount, it was anticipated that the 
overall number of users and the usage rate would double once 
T-Search was made available in the Trademark Search Library 
to all users of that search facility and training was provided on 
a routine basis. Although usage rates since the system was made 
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available to the public in April 1989 have been higher projected, 
the Office believes these projections are valid for the three-year 
fee cycle. 

A summary of the fee calculations are as follows: 


T-Search 
Marginal Cost of One-Hour of 
Terminal Session Time 
(December 1989-November 1992) 


Public Share 
Cost Element (Marginal Cost) 
Personnel: Compensation 
and Benefits 
Hardware & Maintenance 
Site Preparation 
Supplies & Forms 
Sub-Total 
General & Administrative 
Overhead 
TOTAL COST 
Estimated Use (hours) 
UNIT COST (per hour) 


$ 154,451 
$ 28,809 
$ 1,000 
$ 3,298 
$ 187,558 


$ 34,698 
$ 222,256 
5,985 

$ 37.14 


The marginal cost for a printed copy generated from T-Search 
includes costs for compensation, and supplies and forms. A 
summary of the costs is as follows: 


T-Search 
Marginal Cost of 
Each Printed Page 
(December 1989-November 1992) 


Public Share 
Cost Element (Marginal Cost) 
Personnel: Compensation 
and Benefits 
Hardware & Maintenance 
Supplies & Forms 
Sub-Total 
General & Administrative 
Overhead 
TOTAL COST 
Estimated Use (pages) 
UNIT COST (per page) 


$ 27,862 
$ 5,274 
$ 3,579 

$ 36,715 


$ 6,792 
$ 43,507 
448,875 
$ 0.097 


The proposed fee of $25.00 for each hour of Office staff search 
assistance to conduct a search using T-Search has been with- 
drawn. The T-Search system can be used by the public with 
routine assistance provided by the regular staff of the Trademark 
Search Library. This is similar to assistance on how to use the 
paper files now provided free of charge by the Trademark Search 
Library staff. Office employees will neither work one-on-one 
with members of the public in conducting searches, nor con- 
ducted searches for members of the public. 

Rounding Procedures: Fee amounts were rounded so that the 
amount rounded would be de minimis and convenient to the 
user. This procedure is consistent with section 103(b) of Pub. 
L. 100-703 which allows the Office to adjust patent fees in the 
aggregate, and with section 103(a) of Pub. L. 100-703 
which allows the Office to adjust trademark fees in the aggre- 
gate. 

The Office has detailed cost calculation worksheets for each 
fee item, which are available for public inspection in Suite 904 
of Building 2, Crystal Park at 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
Virginia. 


PROCEDURES FOR PUBLIC USE OF APS-TEXT AND T- 
SEARCH 


Patent Search Room Configuration 


Initially four (4) text search terminals will be installed and 
available for public use in the Patent Search Room. A printer 
will be associated with each text search terminal. An additional 
terminal will be located in Patent Search Room employee office 
space for control and adminstrative activities. Up to twenty-one 
(21) more terminals and printers are planned to be added for 
public use during fiscal year 1990, if necessary. 
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Trademark Search Library Configuration 


Initially three (3) T-Search terminals with associated printers 
all be installed and available for public use in the Trademark 
Search Library. The terminals will be clustered in one area of 
the Trademark Search Library. An additional terminal will be 
located in Trademark Search Library employee office space for 
control and administration activities. Additional terminals and 
printers will be added as demand warrants and space permits. 


Training 


To enable prospective public users to become effective on 
APS-Text, approximately fourteen (14) hours of free basic 
training is being offered. For those familiar with automated 
search systems, a shorter course of six (6) hours is provided. 
Ten (10) members of the public can be trained during each class. 
Training is being held at the Office’s Arlington, Va. complex 
during normal work hours. 

Four (4) hours of basic training is being offered on the use 
of T-Search. For those familiar with automated search systems, 
a shorter course of one (1) hour is available. T-Search training 
is being held in the Office’s Arlington, Va. complex during 
morning, evening and weekend hours. 

Enrollment in all training classes initially was on a lottery 
basis. Public users who wished to be trained on APS-Text or 
T-Search were required to submit an application form. The 
Office is now accepting requests for training and adding the 
names to the list. As of August 31, 1989, 696 people or 70 percent 
of all those requesting training have been trained. 


System Use and Fee Procedures 


To ensure equity of public access to the automated systems, 
as well an efficient operations, rules for use will be posted at 
the terminals. Users of the systems will be expected to comply 
with the rules and with all other regulations regarding the use 
of facilities. 

Users are strongly encouraged to register in advance for 
system use. Each week, the next week’s schedule will be avail- 
able in the Patent Search room and the Trademark Search 
Library. Should requests for blocks of terminal time exceed the 
availability of terminals, limits on the amount of reserved time 
may be ‘astituted. Up to three (3) of the initial four (4) terminals 
in the Patent Search Room and up to two (2) of the initial three 
(3) terminals in the Trademark Search Library will be allocated 
to public users with advance reserved times. The remaining 
terminal in the Patent Search Room will be available for walk- 
up users and for assisted searches for infrequent users. The 
remaining terminal in the Trademark Search Library will be 
available for walk-up users. The terminal time reservation system 
and the number of terminals available for walk-up public use 
and for assisted searches (in the Patent Search Room) is subject 
to change based upon operational experience. 

All public use of APS-Text and T-Search, with the exception 
of scheduled training classes, is on a pre-payment basis. In pre- 
paying for use of the systems, the public may use a blank signed 
check, major credit card or charge to a deposit account. At the 
end of the search or the pre-paid amount of time, users will 
receive an accounting from Patent Search Room or Trademark 
Search Library staff for terminal time used and prints produced. 
The user must then finalized payment. 


Discussion of Specific Rules 


37 CFR 1.21 Miscellaneous fees and charges. 

Section 1.21 is amended to add new paragraph (0) to set the 
fees for access to the Automated Patent System full-text search 
capability (APS-Text) and to provide for the waiver of fees under 
certain circumstances. 

Section 1.21 is amended to add new paragraph (p) to set the 
fees for APS-Text search assistance by Office staff. 

Section 1.21 is amended to add new paragraph (q) to set the 
fee for a printed copy from APS-Text. 


37 CFR 2.6 Trademark fees 


Section 2.6 is amended to add new paragraph (w) to set the 
fees for access to the automated trademark search system (T- 
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Search) and to provide for the waiver of fees under certain 
circumstances. 

Section 2.6 is amended to add new paragraph (x) to set the 
fee for a printed copy from T-Search. 

A final rule package establishing two new fees under the 
provisions of Pub. L. 100-667, the Trademark Law Revision 
Act of 1988, has been published which added paragraphs (u) 
and (v) to section 2.6. Therefore, the rule has been modified 
from the proposal to add paragraphs (w) and (x) instead of 
paragraphs (u), (v) and (w). 


Response to Comments on the Rules 


A notice of proposed rulemaking to establish a basis for the 
charges for use of the on-line automated search systems in the 
Patent Search Room and Trademark Search Library located at 
the Patent and Trademark Office in Arlington, Virginia was 
published in the Federal Register on May 3, 1989, at 54 FR 
18907. Corrections were published in the Federal Register on 
May 12, 1989, at 54 FR 20670. A notice also was published 
on May 30, 1989, in volume 1102 of the Official Gazette of 
the United States Patent and Trademark Office, pages 94 
through 98 for patents, and pages 96 through 100 for trade- 
marks. 

A public hearing was conducted on June 30, 1989. A total 
of 25 comments were received: 24 respondents submitted written 
comments and five people presented oral testimony (four of 
whom also submitted written comments) at the public hearing. 
On the 25 comments, twelve (12) were from individuals, seven 
(7) from libraries, five (5) from organizations and one (1) from 
business. All of the written and oral comments were considered 
in adopting the rules set forth herein. 

Many of the comments from the representatives of the Patent 
Depository Libraries raised questions or commented on the 
proposed rules from the perspective of their impact on Patent 
Depository Libraries. The proposed rules and policies set forth 
in the Federal Register Notice of May 3, 1989 are applicable 
only to the automated search systems provided in PTO’s facili- 
ties located in Arlington, Virginia. When the Office is prepared 
to offer the automated search systems at the Patent Depository 
Libraries, a proposed notice will be published for public com- 
ment. Therefore, any comments relating to procedures for ac- 
cessing the automated search systems in the Patent Depository 
Libraries will not be addressed at this time. 

Comment: Overall, nine respondents acknowledged the use- 
fulness of the automated search systems, particularly APS-Text. 
Although seven respondents alleged that T-Search is not ade- 
quate to meet the needs of the public, that its response time is 
too slow, and that it is not sufficiently accurate to meet the 
specific needs of the commentor, most of these respondents 
acknowledged that T-Search had the potential for being a useful 
tool. Documentaton of specific problems, for example, those 
associated with conducting a phonetic search, were provided. 
Two respondents said that T-Search is flawed and the decision 
to require examiners to use the system on an exclusive basis 
was ill-advised and regrettable. 

Response: Trademark examining attorneys have been using 
T-Search for word mark searches since August 1987, and for 
word mark and design searches since January 1988. The public 
has been using the system since Apri 3, 1989. 

The minutes to the September 27, 1988, meeting of the Public 
Advisory Committee for Trademark Affairs, express the view 
that: “...T-Search searches are more thorough than manual 
searches.” The transcript to that meeting contains the following 
comments: “I don’t think there is any question, but a T-Search 
[sic] properly done gives an excellent result” and “...from the 
corporate point of view, ... I am pleased to say that I like what 
I see. I like the very fast action we’ re getting on the first action.” 
From the transcript to the February 23, 1988 meeting: “I'd like 
to start with a glowing report. I think that the registration process 
is working very well. From my own personal experience in terms 
of what the examiners are doing, they get an A plus. They’re 
really doing a good job.” 

The concensus of the management of the Trademark Exam- 
ining Operation is that the T-Search system meets the needs of 
the Office at this time. There is no indication in any records 
or activities in the PTO which would indicate that the use of 
T-Search has caused a deterioration in the quality of searches 
conducted by Trademark examining attorneys. 
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The difference between the perceptions of the Trademark 
examining attorneys and the public may be attributed to several 
factors; Trademark examining attorneys use the system on a 
daily basis; they know what the system can do and what it cannot 
do and avoid the latter; and they know how to utilize the system’s 
functionalities to perform the best search possible. Further, 
Trademark examining attorneys do different types of searches, 
and have different needs, than the public. T-Search use statistics 
for the period April 1989 through August 1989 demonstrate that 
the public is making extensive use of the system. Following is 
a summary of those statistics: 

Month Available Hours Used 


Rate Average 
Hours By Public 


of Usage Session 


21% 
24% 
29% 
33% 
33% 


Time 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 


513 108 
513 126 
627 183 
570 186 
656 217 


13.02 min. 
12.25 min. 
10.84 min. 
12.51 min. 
9.66 min. 


This usage rate compares favorably to the projected usage 
rate of 28 percent. 

Comment: Seven respondents claimed that the paper Trade- 
mark files have been allowed to deteriorate and, therefore, are 
not reliable for use by the public. 

Response: The Office contracts for file maintenance sevices 
in both the Trademark Search Library and the Patent Search 
Room. Among the tasks performed by the contractor in the 
Trademark Search Library are maintaining the pending files, 
filing newly registered Trademarks, pulling erroneous registra- 
tions from the file, etc. The contract for the Trademark Search 
Library includes a monitoring system based on MIL-STD 105, 
which is a sampling plan that provides a 97 percent accuracy 
level. Once the contractor completes a task, Office staff check 
the required sample levels to ensure that filing was performed 
accurately. The Office is constantly monitoring the status of the 
paper files, but notes that maintenance of paper file integrity 
is subject to inherent limitations. 

Comment: In view of the above comments about the inade- 
quacy of the Trademark paper search files and T-Search, six 
respondents advocated the need for T-Search, at no charge to 
the user, as an adjunct or back-up to the paper files. One 
respondent suggested a similar arrangement in the Patent Search 
Room. 

Response: The Office has adopted the $40.00 fee amount for 
one hour of terminal session time on both APS-Text and T- 
Search. In order to give the public more time to become familiar 
with the T-Search system, the Commissioner is immediately 
suspending collection of that fee. This will enable users to learn 
the system so as to perform more effective searches. The Office 
will publish a notice in the Federal Register announcing its 
decision regarding the imposition of the fee at least 60 days 
before starting to collect the fee amount. At that time, the Office 
also will publish validated cost estimates based on usage rates 
and actual costs documented from the present time to the time 
the decision to collect a fee is made. 

Comment: Two respondents claimed that the objective of 
automation necessarily comtemplated a free search system to 
give meaning to the constructive notice provisions of the Trade- 
mark Act 

Response: Registration of a trademark constitutes construc- 
tuve notice and records of all active trademark registrations and 
pending applications are available for searching free of charge 
in the paper file and on TRAM (Trademark Reporting and 
Monitoring System) data base. 

Comment: One respondent claimed that PTO is required to 
provide access to disclosed patent information as the informa- 
tion is made public; four respondents were opposed to the Office 
charging fees for accessing the automated search systms; two 
other respondents commented that the Office should not charge 
fees for using systems designed to be the sole searching source 
of the public records which the Office is charged by law to 
provide; and one respondent commented that the proposal to 
limit access to the automated data bases only to those who can 
pay a fee is deplorable policy at a time when there is concern 
about industrial competitiveness with Japan. 

Response: The Office will continue to make the paper and/ 
or microfilm collections of U.S. patents, foreign patent docu- 
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ments and U.S. trademark registrations available for pubic access 
free of charge. The Office also has adopted a policy whereby 
the hourly terminal session fee for access to the data base can 
be waived when it is needed for a personal, educational purpose 
by an individual or member of an educational or non-profit 
organization, or where payment of the fee would pose a genuine 
financial hardship to the user. In this way, the Office will 
continue to provide public access to all available information 
free of charge. 

Comment: One respondent commented that user fees for 
electronic data is a form of dual taxation when information was 
gathered, organized and produced at taxpayers expense; and two 
respondents claimed that users of information have contributed 
up to 30 percent of the $120 milllion for development of the 
APS system to date — in other words, the public already has 
paid for APS. 

Response: \n calculating the proposed fees, the Office is 
consistent with the Office of Management and Budget’s pro- 
posed policy on user charges for Government information prod- 
ucts, as clarified in the June 15, 1989 Federal Register notice 
entitled “Second Advance Notice of Further Policy Develop- 
ment on Dissemination of Information.” In that notice, OMB’s 
stated policy is that user charges for Government Information 
products should be no higher than a level sufficient to recover 
the costs of disseminating, not collecting, the information. 

The costs associated with the fees for accessing APS-Text 
and T-Search are directly related to the public’s use of the 
systems; for example, the costs associated with the acquisition 
of the APS-Text terminals that are being used by the public. 
No costs associated with designing or installing the automated 
system for use by Office examiners, or the development of the 
new systems have been included. Neither have costs 
been included for gathering, organizing or producing informa- 
tion. 

The Federal Register notice of June 15, 1989 (54 FR 25554, 
25558) dealing with policy development on dissemination of 
information states that: “As to double taxation, OMB notes that 
user charges policy has a basis in statute (31 U.S.C. 9701), and 
the Congress has not viewed user charges as double taxation 
because they are applied when the recipient receives special 
benefits.” 

Comment: Two respondents stated that Government informa- 
tion is the same, whether it is provided in printed or electronic 
form 

Response: Charging fees for access to the automated search 
systems is consistent with PTO’s fee policy. For example, fees 
are charged for manual search services (e.g., for a search of 
Office records or for a search of assignment records), and for 
printed copies of patents and trademarks and for copies of Office 
documents. 

Comment: The Japanese system is available at four locations 
at no cost, and includes U.S. information made available at U.S. 
taxpayer expense. 

Response: The Japanese automated search system, like the 
automated search systems in the PTO’s search facilities, is being 
made available free of charge at the present time. The costs of 
such use, however, are being paid from general fee revenues 
collected by the Japanese Patent Office. Additionally, the APS- 
Text system currently includes Japanese English language ab- 
stracts and the Office is in the process of acquiring Japanese 
patent information in digital facsimile form. 

Comment: One respondent commented that PTO has no re- 
sponsibility to provide an expensive, complex, internal Gov- 
ernment on-line value-added computer service, that this is far 
beyond the requirements of public access to patent files; and 
another respondent commented that it is in the public interest 
to have the same system that is being used by the examiners 
also available to the public. 

Response: The Office agrees that it is in the public interest 
to provide the same search system capability to the public that 
is being used by the examiners. 

Comment: One respondent stated that providing free access 
is not competing with the private sector, and that there always 
is a place for the private sector to provide value-added infor- 
mation. 

Response: The user charges adopted for public access to the 
APS-Tes: and T-Search systems are consistent with OMB Cir- 
culars A-25 “User Charges” and A-130 “Management of Federal 
Information Resources”, and with the PTO’s Electronic Data 
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Dissemination Policies and Guidelines. The PTO’s user’s fees 
are designed to recover the marginal costs associated with 
providing access to the automated search systems to the public. 

Comment: Five respondents stated that the proposed fees are 
not “reasonable” and the Office does not have documented cost 
estimates and usage rates to support the proposed fee amounts. 

Response: The Office is meeting Congressional direction to 
establish “reasonable” fees by recovering only the marginal 
costs associated with providing public access to the automated 
search systems. Costs and projected usage rates were determined 
from the best available records, for example, financial state- 
ments for the Office and the results of the public evaluations 
of the APS-Text and T-Search systems. A summary of the costs 
used in the fee calculations is included above under “Cost 
Calculations.” Full details of these cost calculations are available 
for public inspection at the Patent and Trademark Office in Suite 
904 of Building 2, Crystal Park, at 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
Virginia. 

Comment: Two respondents questioned the proposed fees for 
search assistance. If the search assistance is similar to that which 
is provided free now, there should be no fee. If the search 
assistance entails doing searches, the Office should not be 
getting into that business. 

Response: The PTO is withdrawing the proposed fee for staff 
search assistance to conduct a search using T-Search capabili- 
ties. The fee for staff search assistance to conduct a search using 
APS-Text capabilities is being adopted, because an untrained 
user cannot conduct a search without significant help from 
Office staff. Users of course, have the option of obtaining free 
training on the system. 

Comment: One respondent commented that user fees cannot 
be justified under the theory that electronic search provides a 
new service or offers an enhancement to the public’s ability to 
search the patent data base, and that the public has an option 
of paying the fee or using the paper files. Another respondent 
commented that APS-Text and T-Search represent enhance- 
ments to services already provided. 

Response: The fees are specifically authorized under $ 104 
(c) of Pub. L. 100-703 and are calculated to allow recovery of 
only the marginal cost for providing the system to the public. 

Comment. Two respondents claimed that the Office should 
ask Congress for funding to offer free access here and at the 
PDLs. 

Response: \t continues to be PTO policy, consistent with OMB 
Circular A-130, that costs for access to the automated search 
systems be borne by those who actually use the automated search 
systems. 

Comment: One respondent claimed that the accuracy of the 
trademark data base is suspect. 

Response: All of the backfile data base elements (registrations 
issued prior to September 9, 1980) have been corrected except 
owner information. As originally planned, the owner field will 
be cleaned up the active registrations issued prior to September 
9, 1980. It is projected that this owner field will be cleaned up 
by the third quarter of fiscal year 1991. 

Comment: Three respondents claimed that the public requires 
access to the dead data base. 

Response: The Office will consider this proposal further. The 
dead data base is now available in electronic format for all 
applications and registrations that were active on January |, 
1983 and are now inactive. However, many of these records 
are of poor quality. Costs for cleaning up these records would 
be significant, and those costs would likely be reflected in the 
T-Search user fee. 

Comment: Four respondents addressed the fee waiver policy. 
The proposal to waive fee appears inconsistent wih PTO’s 
position that the free paper search files provide an equal and 
viable resource to anyone not wanting to pay for the automated 
files. If paper records are inferior, then anyone seeking access 
to T-Search should be able to qualify for the fee waiver. If the 
paper records are adequate, then there should be no need to 
waive the access fee for anyone. 

Response: The waiver policy authorized by Pub. L. 100-703 
is designed for those individuals who, for some reason in the 
public interest, such as an educational purpose, need the capa- 
bilities of the automated system, for example, to manipulate the 
data. 

Comment: One respondent commented that the procedure 
to enroll people in training classes by the use of a lottery was 
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unfair and that everyone who wants to be trained should be 
enrolled. 

Response: The lottery was a method for establishing the initial 
schedules to provide training. Everyone who requests training 
will be trained. As of August 31, 1989, 449 out of 623 people 
requesting training on APS-Text, and 247 out of 376 people 
requesting training on T-Search have been trained. 

Comment: One respondent commented that advance regis- 
tration is an unrealistic approach for many searchers. 

Response: At least one terminal in the Patent Search Room 
and one in the Trademark Search Library will be available for 
walk-up users. The other terminals will be available first for users 
with a reservation and then, if needed, for walk-up users. The 
system is designed to ensure equity of public access to the 
automated systems. 

Comment: Two respondents asked for information justifying 
that this is not a “Major Rule” as defined by Executive Order 
12291, and that the rule will not have a significant adverse impact 
on small entities. 

Response: The no “major rule” determination and no signifi- 
cant adverse impact on small entities was based on the fact that 
the automated systems are being offered only at the Patent and 
Trademark Office’s public search facilities located in Arlington, 
Virginia. The total number of users of these facilities averages 
less than 400 a day, and many of these users are members of 
law firms or commercial search services. The annual effect on 
the economy is expected to be about $1 million, far less than 
the $100 million annual threshold specified in the Executive 
Order. The fees for accessing the automated search systems are 
reasonable and should not burden small entities and, at the same 
time, the Office is continuing to maintain the paper search files 
which are available to the public free of charge. Finally, there 
should be no significant adverse effects on competition, because 
the systems are being offered only at one location, the 
Patent and Trademark Office in Arlington, Virginia, and thepublic 
may continue to use paper files without payment of any fee. 

Comment: Five respondent commented that user fees burden 
small entities and run counter to a fundamental objective of the 
patent system which is to advance technology through dissemi- 
nation of the technical information contained in patents. 

Response: The Office does not believe that the fee amounts 
adopted will burden small entities or negatively impact the 
dissemination of technical information. The Office also will 
continue to maintain the paper search files using taxpayer funds, 
and provide access to the public free of charge. Further, the 
Office has adopted a fee waiver policy whereby the fee amount 
can be waived where access to the data base is needed for a 
personal, educational purpose by an individual or member of 
an educational or non-profit organization, or where payment of 
the fee would pose a genuine financial hardship to the user. Full 
details are included above under “Background”. 

Comment: One respondent commented that the Office needs 
a policy to ensure that no user of the patent and trademark 
information is disenfranchised due to an inability to pay for the 
services necessary to its access. 

Response: The Commissioner will consider a fee waiver for 
users with a genuine financial hardship. 


Other Considerations: 


The rule change is in conformity with the requirements of 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96-354), Executive Orders 
12291 and 12612, and the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 
44 U.S.C. 3501, et seq. There are no information collection 
requirements relating to patent and trademark fee rules. 

The Office has determined that this notice has no Federalism 
implications affecting the relationship between the National 
Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that the rule change will not have a significant 
adverse economic impact on a substantial number of small 
entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, Pub. L. 96-354). The rules 
make the Office’s on-line, automated patent full-text search and 
trademark search systems available to the public at rates sig- 
nificantly less than commercial systems. 

The Office has determined that this rule change is not a major 
rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on the 
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economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no major 
increase in costs or prices for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State or local government agencies, or geographic 
regions. There will be no significant adverse effects on com- 
petition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or 
on the ability of United States-based enterprises to compete with 
foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 


List of Subjects in 37 CFR Parts 1 and 2 
37 CFR Part 1 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Inventions and 
patents, Lawyers, Reporting and record keeping requirements, 
Small businesses. 


37 CFR Part 2 


Administrative practice and procedure, Courts, Lawyers, Trade- 
marks. 

For the reasons set forth in the permeable, the Office is 
proposing to amend Title 37 of the code of Federal Regulations, 
Chapter |, as set forth below. 


PART 1-RULES OF PRACTICE IN PATENT CASES. 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR Part | continues to read 
as follows: 


Authority: 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 
2. Section 1.21 is amended by adding new paragraphs (0)-(q). 
$1.21 Miscellaneous fees and charges. 


* * &©& & * 


(0) Marginal cost, paid in advance, for each hour of terminal 
session time, including print time, using Automated Patent 
System full-text search capabilities, prorated for the actual time 
used. The Commissioner may waiver the payment by an indi- 
vidual for access to the Automated Patent System full-text search 
capability (APS-Text) upon a showing of need or hardship, and 
if such waiver is in the public interest $40.00 

(p) Marginal cost, paid advance, for each hour of Office staff 
search assistance to conduct a search using Automated Patent 
System full-text search capabilities (APS-Text), prorated for the 
actual time used 

(q) Marginal cost, for each printed page generated from the 
Automated Patent System text terminal 


PART 2- RULES OF PRACTICE IN TRADEMARK CASES 


1. The authority citation for Part 2 continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, unless otherwise noted. 


2. Section 2.6 is amended by adding new paragraphs (w)-(x). 
§2.6 Trademark fees 


* * * *€ * 


(w) Marginal cost, paid in advance, for each hour of terminal 
session time, including print time, using T-Search capabilities, 
prorated for the actual time used. The Commissioner may waive 
the payment by an individual for access to T-Search upon a 
showing of need or hardship, and if such waiver is in the public 
interest 

(x) Marginal cost, for each printed page generated from the 
T-Search terminal 


JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 
ActingCommissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks 


Dec. 4, 1989 
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(152) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 2 


Patent and Trademark Automated Search System Fees 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Listing of suspension of final rule 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (Office), on De- 
cember 11, 1989, amended the rules of practice in patent and 
trademark cases, Parts | and 2 of Title 37, Code of Federal 
Regulations, setting forth the fees for public access to the Of- 
fice’s text data bases: the Automated Patent System (APS) and 
the automated trademark search system (T-Search). 54 FR 50942. 
That final rule became effective on February 12, 1990. On that 
date, 37 CFR 2.6(w), dealing with T-Search fees, took effect, 
but was immediately suspended by the Commissioner. 

The collection of the fee was initially suspended to permit 
users to become familiar with the T-Search system. The T- 
Search system has been available to the public since April 1989, 
a sufficient time for users to become familiar with the system. 
Therefore, as provided in the final rule, the Office now gives 
notice that the suspension is lifted. The Office will begin to 
collect the fees set forth in 37 CFR 2.6(w) sixty (60) days from 
the date of this notice. Cost estimates based on usage and actual 
costs are available for inspection in the Office of Long-Range 
Planning and Evaluation, Room 507, Crystal Park 1, Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, Virginia. 

Dates: The suspension of 37 CFR 2.6(w) is lifted as of Nov. 
13, 1990. The collection of fees under 37 CFR 2.6(w) will begin 
on November 13, 1990 
For Further Information Contact: Frances Michalkewicz by 
telephone at (703) 557-1610 or by mail to her attention and 
addressed to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 
September 4, 1990 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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(153) Automated Trademark System (X-Search) 


Training for Public Users 


X-Search, an enhanced automated trademark searching sys- 
tem, is scheduled to become available in July 1993. 

Several free training classes will be offered to the public. A 
four-hour class, consisting of a lecture session and hands-on 
instruction, will be conducted once a month from 4:00 to 8:00 
p.m. This class is for users who have no experience with auto- 
mated trademark seraching. A two-hour class will be conducted 
three times a week for users who have experience with auto- 
mated trademark searching techniques. These classes will be 
held from 5:30 to 7:30 p.m. on Tuesdays and Thursdays and from 
9:00 to 11:00 a.m. on Saturdays. 

Space in all sessions will be limited. A lottery-type drawing 
will be held to determine specific class assignments. To enter the 
lottery drawing, a completed application form including all 
information shown below may be deposited in the Trademark 
Search Library or submitted via mail or telefax. Applications 
received on or before June 25, 1993, will be included in the 
lottery for classes beginning in July. 

Trainees who fail to appear at their scheduled class will not be 
reassigned until all persons scheduled on the original lottery 
have been accommodated. Subsequent lotteries will be offered 
periodically if demand requires. 

Training for the new system is recommended, but not re- 
quired. In addition to the formal training described above, 
informal demonstrations will take place during business hours in 
the Trademark Search Library, 2900 Crystal Drive, room 2B30. 
These sessions will be available for the first ten days following 
introduction of the X-Search system and will not require a 
reservation. Specific dates will be posted in the Trademark 
Search Library. 


Patent and Trademark Office 
Automated Trademark System (X-Search) 
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Application Form for Training 


Name 
First Last 


Mailing Address 


Phone Number: 
(Area Code) 


Employer: 
Prefer: Two-Hour Saturday Class Two-Hour Tuesday Class 
Two-Hour Thursday Class Four-Hour Class 


Applications should be deposited in the Trademark Search 
Library of forwarded via mail or telefax to: 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Box PUTB 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
FAX: 703/305-7786 
May 17, 1993 THERESA A. BRELSFORD 
Assistant Commissioner for 
Public Services and 
Administration 
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(154) DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Parts 1, 2, and 10 
[Docket No. 921061-2261] 


[RIN 0651-AA50] 
Electronic Filing of Patent and Trademark Applications 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office Commerce 

Action: Advance Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

Summary: This advance notice of proposed rulemaking is to 
inform the public that the Patent and Trademark office (PTO) is 
considering amending its rules of practice: (1) to allow for 
electronic filing of patent applications and trademark applica- 
tions; and (2) to require applications filed in paper form to follow 
a prescribed order and format. 

The PTO anticipates that permitting electronic filing of 
applications will improve the accuracy of the information 
relied upon in the examination of patent and trademark 
applications, eliminate delays caused by mailing and data 
entry, and, as a first step toward a fully-automated pro- 
cessing system, ultimately provide considerable cost 
savings. The cost savings realized could be used to help 
reduce the need for future fee adjustments and/or fund 
improvements in the delivery of services. Requiring app- 
lications filed on paper to foliow a prescribed order and format 
will enable the PTO to convert these applications to electronic 
format. 

The purposes of this notice are to: (1) invite interested parties 
to participate in pilot programs involving electronic filing of 
patent and trademark applications; and (2) encourage comments 
on this topic, in the form of responses to the questions posed in 
this notice, from industry, the patent and trademark bars, and 
members of the public 
Dates: Comments should be received on or before Feb. 28, 1993. 
Addresses: Written comments should be addressed, if sent 
by mail, to the attention of Edward R. Kazenske, 
Executive Assistant to the Commissioner and Director of 
Interdisciplinary Programs, c/o Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. If delivered by hand, 
comments should be brought to the Office of the Executive 
Assistant to the Commissioner and Director of Interdisciplinary 
Programs, Room 906, Crystal Park 2, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, Va. 
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For Further Information Contact: Edward R. Kazenske, Execu- 
tive Assistant to the Commissioner and Director of Interdiscipli- 
nary Programs, (703) 305-8600. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
1. Pilot Programs 


Currently, the PTO accepts patent and trademark applications 
delivered by mail or in person. These applications are in paper 
form or, in the case of patent applications for nucleotide se- 
quences, a combination of computer-readable (see 37 CFR 
1.821-1.825) and paper form. 

The PTO is initiating a pilot program that would permit 
electronic filing of patent and trademark applications, using 
software now under consideration by the PTO. Initially, it is 
anticipated that participants in the pilot program would be 
required to use the PTO software to create a diskette, which 
would then be mailed to the PTO along with the paper application 
generated by the diskette. The diskette would serve the limited 
function of eliminating the initial data entry of applications into 
the PTO databases. 

As part of a second pilot program, a separate group of partici- 
pants is being solicited to file paper applications following a 
prescribed order and format. The paper applications would then 
be scanned and converted to electronic format. Data collected 
from the pilot programs will be evaluated to determine whether 
requiring submission of a paper application in a certain order and 
format facilitates data entry; whether any modifications to the 
electronic filing software are required; and more fundamentally, 
whether electronic filing is a feasible, cost-effective alternative 
to filing in paper form. 


2. Paper Applications 


The PTO contemplates that paper applications will be re- 
quired to follow the order and format of the data elements (e.g., 
inventor, foreign priority information, in the case of a patent 
application; applicant, mark, in the case of a trademark applica- 
tion) entered in the electronic filing system. This would enable 
the PTO to scan and convert paper applications to electronic 
applications upon receipt at the PTO. Once the paper application 
is converted into electronic form, processing of the application 
will be done in a purely electronic format. The electronic form of 
the application would become the official file. 


3. Electronic Filing 


The PTO contemplates that applicants filing by electronic 
means would be required to use an “Authoring Program” devel- 
oped by the PTO, which will be available to facilitate the 
preparation of an electronic submission and record the submis- 
sion on electronic media. This “Authoring Program” will include 
a validation feature so that applicants, themselves, can test 
whether an electronic submission complies with all require- 
ments. 

The “Authoring Program” software under consideration by 
the PTO will be designed to be compatible with computers 
capable of creating files of standard ASCII (American Standard 
Code for Information interchange) text within one or more of the 
major operating systems environments (e.g., DOS, Windows®, 
Unix®, and Apple MacIntosh®). 

The format for text in patent applications will specify a set of 
mandatory data elements, similar to those required under the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty. The format for text in trademark 
applications will specify a set of mandatory data elements, 
similar to those required of a “written application” under 15 
U.S.C. 1051. In both the patent and trademark software, specific 
formats will be required for non-textual elements, such as draw- 
ings, formulas, tables and specimens. These non-textual ele- 
ments would be submitted in separate computer files called 
“Presentations,” similar to the presentation of nucleotide se- 
quence information in accordance with 37 CFR 1.821-1.825. 

The PTO also contemplates that certain individuals be desig- 
nated by the agency as qualified “electronic application trans- 
mitters.” Upon application to the PTO, unlimited parties meeting 
specified requirements may be issued Personal Identification 
Numbers to enable them to transmit applications in electronic 
form on behalf of themselves or other individuals. 
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In an effort to facilitate public comment to the questions set 
forth below, the following background information is provid- 
ed: 


4. Background Specific to Electronic Patent Applications 
Signature 


Under 35 U.S.C. 111, a patent application must include an 
oath by the applicant. 35 U.S.C. 25 permits a declaration in lieu 
of oath. The applicant’s signed oath or declaration is not required 
for receipt of a filing date, but may be submitted, upon payment 
of a surcharge, within a prescribed period. 


Certified Copy of Foreign Patent Application 


Under 35 U.S.C. 119, a U.S. patent application may be based 
on a foreign patent application, thus, potentially, conferring the 
benefit of the earlier foreign patent application’s filing date. A 
certified copy of the foreign patent application is required to be 
filed in the PTO before the patent is granted. 


5. Background Specific to Electronic trademark Applica- 
tions 


Signature 


Under 15 U.S.C. 1051, a trademark application must be 
verified by the applicant. Prior to implementation of the Trade- 
mark Law Revision Act of 1988 (TLRA) on Nov. 16, 1989, the 
PTO permitted verification of the application to be provided at 
any time during the examination process. With implementation 
of the TLRA, the PTO amended its regulations with respect to the 
verification of an application. 37 CFR 2.21, which sets forth the 
minimum requirements for an application to receive a filing date, 
was amended to require that the application be signed by the 
applicant at the time of filing. 


Specimen 


Under 15 U.S.C. 1051, a trademark application based on “use 
in commerce” must include specimens or facsimiles of the mark 
as used. 37 CFR 2.21(a)(5) requires at least one specimen or 
facsimile to be included with the “use” application in order to 
receive a filing date. Applications filed based upon a “bona fide” 
intention to use the mark in commerce, under 15 U.S.C. 1051(b), 
must be supplemented with specimens or facsimiles before the 
registration issues. In order to meet the minimum requirements 
for filing an amendment to allege use or statement of use, one 
specimen or facsimile must be submitted. 37 CFR 2.76(e)(2) and 
2.88(e)(2). 


Certification or Certified Copy of Foreign Registration 


Under 15 U.S.C. 1126(e), “an application [based on a foreign 
registration] shall be accompanied by a certification or a certi- 
fied copy of the registration of the country of origin of the 
applicant.” 37 CFR 2.21(a)(5) requires the certification or certi- 
fied copy to be included with the application in order to receive 
a filing date. 


6. Comments on the following Questions and Any Other 
Related Matters Are Solicited 


Questions Common to Patent and Trademark Applications 
a. What benefits do you foresee for the applicant if electronic 
filing is adopted? What disadvantages do you foresee? 

b. Should the PTO require paper applications to be filed in a 
specific order and format to facilitate conversion to elec- 
tronic format? What advantages and disadvantages do you 
foresee? 

c. Should the electronic file become the official agency file? 

d. Should electronic filing be expanded to encompass amend- 
ments and other submissions to the PTO? 

e. Should paper or electronic application filings receive a 
filing date only if they meet order and format requirements, 
or should compliance be subject to a surcharge? 

f. Should the PTO accept electronic filing by diskette, on-line, 
or both? 
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g. Should applications filed in paper form be converted to 
electronic form by the PTO? Should the PTO charge a fee 
for this service? 

h. If paper applications are converted to electronic form by the 
PTO, should the PTO destroy or retain the paper applica- 
tions? 

i. Should fees be processed electronically? 

j. Should the PTO create a registry of “electronic application 
transmitters” capable of transmitting patent and trademark 
applications for others? If so, what, if any, criteria should 
be established before one could be “registered” as an 
“electronic application transmitter?” 


Questions Related Solely to Patent Issues 


. Should the PTO require the oath or declaration to an 
electronically filed patent application be filed on paper to 
authenticate that applicants believe themselves to be origi- 
nal and first inventors of the subject matter of the electroni- 
cally filed application? 

If not, how should the filing of the oath or declaration be 
accomplished? 
1. How should the filing of certified copies of foreign patent 
applications be accomplished for an electronically filed 
patent application? 


Questions Related Solely to Trademark Issues 


m. Should the PTO require electronically filed applications to 
include a scanned, signed declaration in order to receive a 
filing date? Should the PTO accept declarations in elec- 
tronic form with some type of electronic signature? 

If not, should 37 CFR 2.21 be amended to permit unverified 
applications to be accorded a filing date? if so, within what time 
period must an unverified application be ratified by the submis- 
sion of a signed declaration? 

How long should the PTO retain the signed declaration after 
it has been scanned and merged into the electronic file? 

n. Should “use” applications submitted without a specimen be 

given a filing date? 

If so, within what time period after filing must the specimens 
be submitted? 

Should the number of required specimens be reduced? 

How long should the PTO keep the specimens after they are 
scanned and merged into the electronic file? 

0. Should Section 44(e) of the Trademark Act (15 U.S.C 
1126(e)) be amended to permit applicants to submit a 
facsimuile of the certification or certified copy of the foreign 
registration? 

Alternatively, should the statute be amended to permit 
Section 44(e) applicants to obtain a filing date absent a certifi 
cation or certified copy of the foreign registration? If so, within 
what time period must a Section 44(e) application be supple- 
mented with a certificate or certified copy of the foreign registra- 
tion? 

How long should the PTO retain the certification or certified 
copy after it has been scanned and merged into the electronic 
application? 


7. Candidates for the Pilot Programs 


Any person interested in participating in one of the 
pilot programs identified above is requested to contact 


Edward R. Kazenske, Executive Assistant to the Com- 
missioner and Director of Interdisciplinary Programs, c/o 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, 
D.C. 20231. if delivered by hand, written statements of interest 
should be brought to Suite 906, Crystal Park 2, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, Va. 22202. Telephone: (703) 305-8600. Please 
indicate which pilot program you wish to participate in and 
please be certain to include a telephone number where you may 
be reached. 
Nov. 23, 1992 DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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TRADEMARK PUBLICATIONS 
(155) Separation of the Patent and Trademark 
Sections of the Official Gazette 


Effective February 2, 1971, the Official Gazette will be 
separated into two parts to be known as the Patent Official 
Gazette and the Trademark Official Gazette. 


se *#£* * 


Orders for subscriptions should be addressed to Superinten- 
dent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20402. 

Also effective February 2, 1971, the Official Gazette will no 
longer contain “Decisions in Patent and Trademark Cases.” 
Decisions of the type heretofore found in the “Decisions in 
Patent and Trademark Cases” are published by non-Federal 
organizations such as, for example, the Bureau of National 
Affairs, Inc., 1231 25th St. NW., Washington, D.C. 20037, 
and West Publishing Co., 50 Kellogg Blvd., St. Paul, Minn. 
55102. 

Finally, the “Decisions Leaflet” of the Official Gazette will 
no longer be supplied as a separate subscription item after 
January 26, 1971. According to present plans, however, both 
the Patent Official Gazette and the Trademark Official Gazette 
will have identical “Patent Office Notices” sections containing 
notices of the various types heretofore published in the Gazette 
decision leaflet and Trademark Section. Those notices of par- 
ticular interest to Patent Office employees will be accumulated 
and published approximately every fourth week, and distributed 
separately to employees. 


WILLIAME. SCHUYLER, JR., 
Dec. 29, 1970. Commissioner of Patents. 


[882 0.G. TM 33] 


(156) Changes in Format for Publishing 


Trademarks for Opposition 


Because of the adoption of the International classification 
of goods and services by the United States as of September 1, 
1973 (see Official Gazette of June 26, 1973, 911 O.G. TM 210), 
it is necessary to change the arrangement in the Official Gazette 
of the marks published for opposition. 

Beginning with the issue of May 7, 1974, the section of the 
Official Gazette entitled “Marks Published for Opposition” will 
be divided into four sections instead of the present two sections. 
(For the preceding change from one to two sections, see Official 
Gazette of October 13, 1964, 807 O.G. TM 51.) Sections | and 
2 will be according to international classification and will contain 
marks in applications filed on or after September 1, 1973, and 
Sections 3 and 4 will be according to prior United States clas- 
sification and will contain marks in applications filed on or 
before August 31, 1973. 

In Section 1, all marks presented in combined applications 
filed on or after September |, 1973 for registration in more than 
one international class will be published with only one repro- 
duction of each mark. The reproduction of the mark will be 
followed by the international class numbers, and under each 
class will appear the goods or services in connection with which 
the mark is used. If the date of first use applies to all classes, 
it will appear following the last class; otherwise, the dates of 
use will appear after each class. 

In Section 2, all marks presented in applications filed on or 
after September 1, 1973 for registration in a single class will 
be published in international class order. 

In Section 3, all marks presented in combined applications 
filed on or before August 31, 1973 for registration in more than 
one prior United States class will be published with only one 
reproduction of each mark. The reproduction of the mark will 
be followed by the prior United States class numbers and titles, 
and under each class will appear the goods or services in 
connection with which the mark is used. If the date of first use 
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applies to all classes, it will appear following the last class; 
otherwise, the dates of use will appear after each class. 

In section 4, all marks presented in applications filed on or 
before August 31, 1973 for registration in a single class will 
be published in the prior United States class order. 

The following explanation will appear under the heading 
“Marks Published for Opposition”: 


The following marks are published in compliance with 
section 12(a) of the Trademark Act of 1946. Applica- 
tions for the registration of marks in more than one class 
have been filed as provided in section 30 of said act as 
amended by Public Law 772, 87th Congress, approved 
Oct. 9, 1962, 76 Stat. 769. Opposition under Section 13 
may be filed within thirty days of the date of this 
publication. See Rules 2.101 to 2.105. 

A separate fee of twenty-five dollars for opposing 
each mark in each class must accompany the opposi- 
tion. 


Sections | through 4 will appear immediately after the above 
explanation, the sections being designated as follows: 


Section 1. International classification—Application in more 
than one class 

Section 2. International classification—Application in one 
class 

Section 3. Prior United States classification—Application in 
more than one class 

Section 4. Prior United States classification—Application in 
one class 

The same procedure of dividing into four sections will be 
followed in the notice of the issuance of registrations 
on the Supplemental Register. 


RENE D. TEGTMEYER, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Mar. 22, 1974. 


[921 O.G. TM 122] 


(157) Change in Official Gazette Entry to Show 
Cancellation of Fewer Than All Classes in a 


Multiple Class Registration 


Effective with the Official Gazette issue of December 16, 
1980, there will be a change in the Official Gazette listing 
entitled “Trademark Registrations Cancelled.” Beginning with 
that issue, “Trademark Registrations Cancelled” will list: 


(1) single class registrations cancelled; 

(2) multiple class registrations cancelled in all classes; 

(3) multiple class registrations cancelled in fewer than all 
classes. 


For every entry in the listing, the specific classes cancelled 
will be included in parentheses, next to the registration number 
and mark. 

For a single class registration and for a multiple class reg- 
istration in which every class has been cancelled, the class 
number(s) shown in parentheses will represent every class to 
which the registration applied. 

For a multiple class registration in which fewer than all 
classes have been cancelled, the Official Gazette entry will 
include the word “only” following the notation of classes in 
parentheses, for example: (Int. Cls. 12 and 20, only). In this 
example, the addition of the word “only” would indicate 
that there are classes in the registration in addition to 
Classes 12 and 20, but only Classes 12 and 20 have been 
cancelled. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner, 
for Trademarks 


Oct. 29, 1980. 


[1000 TM 21] 
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(158) Single Copies of the Trademark 


Official Gazette 


Members of the public ordering single copies of the Trade- 
mark Official Gazette from the Superintendent of Documents 
are reminded they must specify the date of the issue being 
ordered. 

The date of the issue in which a mark will be published for 
opposition is shown on The Notice of Publication form mailed 
to applicants approximately two weeks before the publication 
date. This date must be included on each single copy order. 

Orders received without an issue date may be filled from 
current weekly stock. The Superintendent of Documents cannot 
check on whether a particular mark is published in the issue 
then in stock. If the stock is exhausted at the time the order is 
received, the order will be returned unfilled. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Mar. 3, 1981. 


[1004 O.G. 36] 


(159) Inadvertently Issued Registration Numbers 

Effective Jan. 3, 1984, a new sub-section identified as “In- 
advertently Issued Registration Numbers” will exist as the last 
category of cancellations listed under the “Trademark Regis- 
trations Canceled” section of the Official Gazette. 

This new sub-section will provide public notice of the can- 
cellation of registration numbers which have been inadvertently 
issued by the Patent and Trademark Office. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Nov. 15, 1983. 


[1037 TMOG 16] 


(160) Ordering the TMEP (2nd Edition) 


The U.S. Government Printing Office (GPO) ia accepting 
orders for the Trademark Manual of Examining Procedure 
(TMEP), 2nd edition. The second edition replaces the first 
edition (revision 7) and incorporates all changes in policy and 
procedure through March 1993. 


New orders should be sent to: 


Superintendent of Documents 

United States Government Printing Office 
P.O. Box 371954 

Pittsburgh, Pa. 15250-7954 


Stock Number - 903-010-00000-2 
Price - $19.00 


Orders may also be placed by phone using MASTERCARD® 
or VISA® by calling (202) 783-3238. 

If there are any problems with an order, please call the 
Customer Adjustment Department of the GPO at (202) 512- 
2457. 

July 9, 1993 ROBERT M. ANDERSON 
Acting Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 


[1153 TMOG 13} 


(161) Notice to Subscribers 


The Patent and Trademark Office announces a change in the 
point of contact for subscribers who have not been receiving 
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all of their copies of the Official Gazette, Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedures Revisions, Annual Indices, or other patent 
and trademark publications. All correspondence and inquiries 
concerning subscription services including requests for 
reinstatement or renewal of subscriptions should be directed 
to: 


Mr. Michael F. DiMario 

Assistant Public Printer 
Superintendent of Documents (SD) 
U.S. Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20401 


Furthermore, the Superintendent of Documents advises that 
expiration notices are sent out approximately three months 
before the expiration date. However, subscribers should not rely 
on this schedule. If a notice is not received within two months 
of the expiration date, the subscriber should renew the subscrip- 
tion with the Superintendent of Documents. Attach a label from 
the envelope in which the publication is received, together with 
a check covering the amount of the subscription. if a deposit 
account with the Superintendent of Documents is to be used, 
include the deposit account number with the renewal. 

This notice is effective with the publication date and super- 
sedes the notice published on this subject in 969 O.G. 2, dated 
Mar. 14, 1978. 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


Aug. 3, 1984. 


[1045 TMOG 24] 


(162) Printing of Use in Another Form Claims 
Effective immediately, all claims of prior use of the subject 
mark in another form contained in applications for Trademark 
registrations will be printed in the Official Gazette and on the 
registration certificates according to the following formats: 
First used in another form on 
First used in commerce in another form on 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


July 15, 1986. 
[1069 TMOG 4] 


(163) Error in Code of Federal Regulations (C. F. R.) 


Rule 1.8, 37 C. F. R. 1.8 


The following C. F. R. Correction appeared in the Federal 
Register, at 56 FR 14648, on April 11, 1991: 

In the July 1, 1990 revision of title 37 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, on page 14, column two, § 1.8, paragraphs 
(a(2)(xiv), (xv), and (xvi) were inadvertently placed after para- 
graph (b). These paragraphs should be correctly placed after 
paragraph (a)(2)(xiii) and before paragraph (b), in column one. 

Rule 1.8 (37 C. F. R. § 1.8), which is entitled “Certificate of 
Mailing,” sets out the conditions for the timely filing by first- 
class mail of papers utilizing the Certificate of Mailing proce- 
dure. Under Rule 1.8(a)(2), certain papers are excluded from the 
Certificate of Mailing procedure and will not be considered 
timely filed if received after the due date, unless deposited as 
Express Mail in compliance with Rule 1.10 (37 C. F. R. § 1.10). 
There are sixteen (16) exclusions, numbered 1 .8(a)(2)(i) through 
(xvi). However, the list of exclusions, as printed in the July 1, 
1990 revision of the C. F. R., is interrupted at 1.8(a)(2) (xiii) by 
paragraph 1.8(b), before it resumes with 1.8(a)(2)(xiv) through 
(xvi). Therefore, at first glance, it appears that there are only 
thirteen (13) exclusions. The exclusions for statements of use 
under Rule 2.88; extension requests under Rule 2.89 for filing a 
statement of use; and amendments to allege use in commerce 
under Rule 2.76 were inadvertently placed after paragraph (b). 

Any appicant who relied to its detriment on the July 1, 1990 
revision of the C. F. R. and utilized a Rule 1.8 Certificate of 
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Mailing when filing either a statement of use or an extension 
request for filing a statement of use, resulting in abandonment of 
the application, may petition the Commissioner to revive its 
application. Further, any applicant who filed an amendment to 
allege use and relied to its detriment on the July 1, 1990 revision 
to the C. F. R., resulting in its amendment to allege use being 
considered untimely, may also petition the Commissioner for 
relief. 

Pursuant to Rules 2.66 and 2.146(c), applicant must support its 
statement of detrimental reliance with an affidavit or declaration 
in accordance with Rule 2.20, averring that on a specific date 
between July 1, 1990 and the date of publication of this notice in 
the Official Gazette, petitioner filed one of the three relevant 
documents pursuant to Rule 1.8; relied on the 1990 revision of 
the C. F. R.; and believed that the relevant document was not 
excluded from filing under Rule 1.8 the petition fee is $100 per 
application. Rule 2.6(k). 
May 15, 1991 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 

Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 


[1127 TMOG 48} 


TRADEMARK MISCELLANEOUS 


(164) Recording of Documents Affecting Title 

The Patent Office is liberalizing its policy concerning the 
recording of documents, other than assignments, which affect 
title to trademark registrations and applications. Under Rule 
2.185 of the Trademark Rules of Practice, instruments affecting 
title to a trademark registration or application, and licenses of 
trademarks which are the subject of trademark registrations or 
applications, will be recorded even though the recording thereof 
may not serve as constructive notice under Section 10 of the 
Trademark Act of 1946, as amended (15 U.S.C. 1060). 


WILLIAM E. SCHUYLER, JR., 
June 16, 1971. Commissioner of Pat- 


ents. 
Published in 36 F.R. 13231; July 16, 1971 


[889 O.G. TM 2] 


(165) International Protection of Government 


Emblems and Seals 
Change of Intent 


The Patent and Trademark Office, Department of Commerce, 
intends to forward only the 50 State seals plus one department 
seal for each department listed in the publication “Seals and 
Other Devices in Use at the Government Printing Office” (“Seals”) 
instead of the entire publication, as indicated on page 59366 
of the Federal Register of Dec. 23, 1975. 

Since the publication had been printed in 1975, it was as- 
sumed that few deletions and additions would be necessary. 
However, the response to the above notice, along with some 
necessary deletions, resulted in a large number of seals in the 
publication requiring deletion. This rendered the publication 
unacceptable for submission to the World Intellectual Property 
Organization (WIPO). 

Therefore, the Patent and Trademark Office now intends to 
forward only the 50 State seals along with the departmental seal 
denoted “No. 1” for each department listed in the “Seals” 
publication. If this is not the preferred departmental or State seal, 
the department or State involved is requested to notify the Patent 
and Trademark Office by Sept. 21, 1976. This notification 
should either specify the number of the preferred seal, as it 
appears in the “Seals” publication, or provide a clear, black and 
white photograph, suitable for reproduction, of the preferred 
seal. The seal must be no larger than | 1/2 inches in diameter. 

These seals will then be forwarded to WIPO for protection 
under Article 6ter of the Paris Convention for the Protection 
of Industrial Property. 
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Address all correspondence to: Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231. 


C. MARSHALL DANN, 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 
Published in 41 F.R. 35741 


Aug. 18, 1976. 


[950 0.G. TM 114] 


(166) Recording of “Territorial Assignments” 
in the Assignment Division of the Patent 


and Trademark Office 


It has been the practice of the Assignment Division for many 
years to refuse to record “territorial assignments,” that is, as- 
signments purporting to transfer rights in a trademark registra- 
tion (not a concurrent use registration) for less than the entire 
United States. Hereinafter, such documents will be recorded as 
long as the requirements of the Rules of Practice are met by 
the documents submitted. 

The Office is not addressing the validity or effect of such 
documents by recording same, but is merely recognizing that 
such transfers may affect title to a registered mark and therefore 
ought to be recorded. At the time a Section 8 affidavit or 
declaration or an application for renewal is filed, the Examiner 
of Trademarks will consider the effect of such a document. 


BERNARD A. MEANY, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Oct. 7, 1977. 


[964 TMOG 8] 


(167) Helpful Hints 


Assignment Cover Sheets 


The Office developed PTO Form 1594, Recordation Form 
Cover Sheet (Trademarks), and PTO Form 1595, Recordation 
Form Cover Sheet (Patents), to facilitate submitting data re- 
quired to record an assignment. The first versions of these forms 
have been available since Sept. 1992, and most assignments are 
now received with them. Both forms and their instructions will 
be updated later this year to remove ambiguities and incorporate 
suggestions received from customers. Until the revisions are 
completed, the Office will continue to work with practitioners to 
improve the utility of the current forms. 

A practitioner recently noted that the current cover sheets for 
both patent and trademark assignments are not clear as to the 
proper entry of different execution dates (Item 3) when there are 
multiple assignors shown (Item 1). Pending redesign of the 
forms, the Office suggests when there are multiple assignors 
named in Item |, number each assignor, and in Item 3, preface 
each execution date with the corresponding number. if all as- 
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signor information cannot be entered in the space provided for 
Item 1, enter “See Attached List” and proceed in the same 
manner. This will enable Assignment Branch staff to associate 
the correct date with the appropriate assignor. 

Another practitioner called to our attention the fact that 
although the forms indicate “Total number of pages comprising 
cover sheet” (Item 9), Assignment Branch staff frequently cross 
out that entry and replace it with the total number of pages 
submitted, both in cover sheets and the assignment instrument 
itself. Soon after the forms were printed, Assignment Branch 
staff found they were better able to verify document integrity by 
using the total number of pages per submission. This number is 
then used ds a cross-check as the assignment moves through the 
recordation process, receives reel and frame numbers, is micro- 
filmed, and returned to the customer. Pending revisions to the 
forms, the preferred procedure is to indicate the total number of 
pages submitted, both in cover sheets and the attached assign- 
ment. 

Additional comments or suggestions for improving either or 
both assignment cover sheets should be directed to Audrey Britt, 
Chief, Assignment Branch, at (703) 308-9706. 


Mar. 8, 1993 
THERESA A. BRELSFORD 
Assistant Commissioner for 
Public Services and 
Administration 


[1148 TMOG 304] 


(168) Flexible Working Hours 

On Jan. 4, 1979 the Patent and Trademark Office is beginning 
a 15 month experiment with flexible working hours for its 
employees. Under the “flexitime” experiment many of the 
Office’s employees will have flexibility to begin their workdays 
as early as 6:30 a.m. or as late as 9:30 a.m., and end their 
workdays between 3:00 p.m. and 6:30 p.m. Employees in every 
case shall of course work eight hours each day. All or most 
patent and trademark examiners will have flexible hours. 

The public hours of the Patent and Trademark Office will 
continue to be 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. All units of the Office 
which deal directly with the public will be staffed to answer 
telephone calls and receive visitors during those hours. All 
employees will be on duty from 9:30 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. The patent 
public search room will continue to operate from 8:00 a.m. until 
8:00 p.m. and the trademark search room from 8:00 a.m. until 
5:30 p.m. 

With the advent of flexible hours, it will be advisable for 
members of the public to make appointments in advance when 
they wish to interview examiners. 


DONALD W. BANNER, 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Dec. 13, 1978. 


[978 TMOG 141] 


THE RETENTION SCHEDULE FOR TRADEMARK RECORDS 


As with most government agencies, the Patent and Trademark Office disposes of old files, papers and records pursuant to 
a specific schedule. In an effort to clarify any questions concerning the procedures for disposing of Trademark records and in 
response to public inquiries, the present Retention Schedule for Trademark Records and other records including trademark matters 
which may be of interest to the public is set forth as follows: 


International Intellectual Property Activities Case Files. Project case files show- 
ing Patent and Trademark Office activity relating to problems concerning the 
protection of intellectual property throughout the world. Includes correspondence 


PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC 5 years 
after close of case. Offer to National Ar- 
chives when 25 years old. 


with private individuals, the Department of State and other countries; reports, 
records of international meetings concerning patents; trademarks and other matters 
pertaining to the protection of intellectual property throughout the world; and 


other materials relating to international affairs. 


Proposed Intellectual Property Legislation Files. Documents accumulated in the 
preparation and processing of legislation proposed by or in the interests of the 


PERMANENT. Transfer toFRC after 5 years. 
Offer to National Archives when 25 years 
old. 
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Patent and Trademark Office. Includes drafts of legislation, reports to committees 
on introduced legislation, and comments on legislative proposals. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


Trademark Adversary Proceedings Files. Consists of Trademark Opposition, 
Cancellation, Interference, and Concurrent-Use proceedings files. 


Canceled Trademark Registration Files. Consists of original application and all 
related correspondence. 


Expired Trademark Registration Files. Consists of original application and all 
related correspondence. 


Abandoned Trademark Application Files. Consists of original application and all 
related correspondence. 


Trademark Renewal Index. Index to trademark registration that are renewed. 
Indexes to Trademark Applications. Index shows applicant’s name, serial number 
of application, filing date, name of mark description of goods, attorney’s name, 


and final disposition of the application. 


A. Applicant’s Index. 


B. Serial Index. 


Proceedings Index to Trademark Adversary Proceedings. Index arranged by type 
of proceeding. Shows status of proceeding prior to and immediately after a decision 
by the Board. 
Trademark Adversary Proceeding Records. Card file showing records of Trade- 
mark Adversary Proceedings. 
Trademarks Published in Official Gazette. Clippings of marks from Official 
Gazette. 

a. Those which have been opposed. 

b. All others. 
Trademark Registrant's Index. Index to Trademark registrant’s name, includes 
serial and registration numbers, date of registration, line of goods and other related 


information. 


Class of Goods Index. Card index used to indicate into what class any conceivable 
goods may fall. 


Index to Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Cases. Record of trademark trial 
and appeal board cases. 
Public Advisory Committee for Trademark Affairs Files. 


a. Agenda, minutes, correspondence, reports and related supporting files. 


b. Paper and reference materials. 


Seminar in Trademark Practice and Procedure Files. Record set of training 
materials used in training trademark examiners. 


Trademark Petitions Files. Petitions to the Commissioner relating to trademarks 
with related materials. 


a. Original Petitions in trademark case file. 


b. Other copies. 
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The past schedule to destroy after 10 years 
is in the process of being changed. At this 
time, these records are not being disposed 
of pending the new amendment to this sec- 
tion. 


Destroy 2 years after the date of cancella- 
tion. 


Destroy 2 years after expiration of registra- 
tion. 


Destroy 2 years after date of abandonment. 


PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives 
when no longer needed for reference. 


PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives 
when no longer needed for reference. 


PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives 
when no longer needed for reference. 


Destroy 3 years after termination of the 
proceeding. 


PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives 
when no longer needed for reference. 


Retain in agency until no longer needed for 
reference. 


Destroy when mark is registered. 


PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives 
when no longer needed for reference. 


Destroy after information transferred to 
magnetic media. 


PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives 
when no longer needed for reference. 


PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records 
when 10 years old. Offer to National Ar- 
chives when 25 years old. 


Destroy when 10 years old or no longer 


needed for reference, whichever is sooner. 


PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records 
Center when 10 years old. Offer to National 
Archives when 25 years old. 


Dispose of with related case file. 


Destroy when 2 years old. 
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Trademark Protest Letters. Letters of protest to the Commissioner related to 
trademarks. 


International Patent and Trademark Activities Case Files. Project case files 
showing Patent and Trademark Office activity relating to international patent and 
trademark programs. 


a. Records that supplement the International Property Activities Case Files 
(Item 103). 


b. Other materials. 


International Intellectual Property Activities Case Files. Project case files showing 
Patent and Trademark Office activity relating to problems concerning the pro- 
tection of intellectual property throughout the world. Includes correspondence 
with private individuals, the Department of State and other countries; reports; 
records of international meetings concerning patents, trademarks and other matters 
pertaining to the protection of inteliectual property throughout the world; and other 
materials relating to international affairs. 


Proposed Intellectual Property Legislation Files. Documents accumulated in the 
preparation and processing of legislation proposed by or in the interest of the 
Patent and Trademark Office. Includes drafts or legislation, reports to committees 
on introduced legislation, and comments on legislative proposals. 


Bulky Trademark Specimens. Trademark applications specimens which do not 
strictly meet the basic requirements for physical form of specimens which state: 
1. That they be made of material suitable for being placed inside a manila 
file wrapper. 
2. That they be capable of being arranged flat, such as being folded. 


3. That they be of a size not to exceed 8 1/2 inches wide by 13 inches long. 
(Rule 2.56). 


These requirements provide for specimens which will fit inside the application 
file wrapper, which is 9 x 14 inches in size and which will conveniently expand 
to about one inch thickness. 


Specimens which do not meet the above requirements are referred to as “bulky” 
specimens and the Examiner must require that they be replaced by specimens 
of acceptable size and shape. 


February 28, 1979. 


[980 TMOG 16] 


(170) Proposed Records Control Schedule 
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Destroy when no longer needed or when 
three years old, whichever is earlier. 


PERMANENT. Transfer to office respon- 
sible for international affairs after case is 
closed. 


Destroy 5 years after close of case or sooner 
if no longer needed. 


PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC 5 years 
after close of case. Offer to National Ar- 
chives when 25 years old. 


PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC after 5 
years. Offer to National Archives when 25 
years old. 


Destroy 30 days after applicant is notified 
that the specimens are unacceptable, unless 
picked up sooner by the applicant. 


SAUL LEFKOWITZ, 
Acting Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Commissioner’s and Deputy Commissioner’s Records 


As with most government agencies, the Patent and Trademark 
Office periodically updates the schedule it uses to dispose of 
old files, papers and records. Set forth below is a recent update 
of the Patent and Trademark Office’s Records Control Schedule. 
The schedule is currently being reviewed by the National Archives 
and Records Administration and, following its approval, will 
constitute the basis for disposing of Patent and Trademark Office 
records. 

Any comments or questions related to the proposed schedule 
should be directed to John Hassett, (703) 557-0183. Written 
comments should be mailed to: 


John Hassett, Director 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Crystal Piz. 1, Lobby 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


June 17, 1986. 


Commissioner's Correspondence and Subject Files. Cor- 
respondence to and from other public officials, members 
of the public, and the Patent and Tradmark Office staff; 
reports; special investigations and survey reports; and related 
materials. (See index under Item 3). 
PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records Center when 
5 years old. Offer to National Archives when 25 years 
old. 


. Reports to the Commissioner. Reports received by the 


Commissioner from the Patent and Trademark Office staff 
and maintained as separate series. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records Center when 
5 years old. Offer to National Archives when 25 years 
old. 


3. Index to Commissioner's Correspondence and Subject F 


4. 


iles. Card index to records described under Item 1. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records Center with 
related files. Offer to National Archives with related files. 

Deputy Commissioner's Correspondence and Subject Files. 

Correspondence to and from other public officials, mem- 
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bers of the public, and the Patent and Trademark Office 

staff, with related materials (exclusive of records retained 

in Item 1). 

PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records Center when 
5 years old. Offer to National Archives when 25 years 
old. 

. Policy Documentation Files. Formal policy and procedural 
issuances, current and obsolete, such as organizational 
charts, regulations, orders, circulars, manuals, and other 
types of directives, with related forms, recommendations, 
endorsements, clearances and comments. 

PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when obsolete. Offer to 
National Archives when 25 years old. 

. Work-Flow Control and/or Statistical Reports Files. Vari- 
ous periodic statistical reports used to show the flow of 
work through the Patent and Trademark Office and the 
printers, such as PALM, TRAM, PMS Siatistical Reports 
on Patents to printers, and similar reports. 

Destroy when 5 years old or sooner if no longer needed. 

. Production and Pendency Reports Files. Quarterly, monthly, 
and biweekly statistical reports prepared to show the pro- 
duction and quality output of examiners and clerks and the 
status of the assigned projects. Reports are mainly used 
to evaluate the efficiency of personnel for promotion 
purposes. 

a. Office of Assistant Commissioners or equivalent. 
Transfer to FRC when 5 years old. Destroy when 10 
years. 

b. Other Offices. 

Destroy when updated report is received. 

. Special Studies Files. Report on special studies surveys, 
and inspections of operations, management and systems 
with related papers showing their inception, scope, pro- 
cedure and results. 

PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Offer 
to National Archives when 25 years old. 

. Narrative and Statistical Reports Files. Annual or other 
periodic narrative and statistical reports. 

a. Reports to the Office of the Commissioner and the 

Offices of the Assistant Commissioners. 

PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Offer 
to the National Archives when 25 years old. 

b. Other Offices. 

Destroy when 5 years old. 

. Internal Administrative Files. Administrative operations 
files of organizational offices, consisting of: 

a. Correspondence concerning routine or temporary inter- 
nal administrative matters. 

Destroy when 2 years old. 

. Office personnel files. 

Destroy after separation of employee. 

. Completed requisitions for services, supplies and equip- 
ment, and travel documents. 

Destroy | year after action is completed. 

. Records pertaining to charity drives, bond campaigns, 
blood donations, and other voluntary activities. 
Destroy on completion of program. 

. Hand receipt files. 

Destroy when property is accounted for. 

. Suspense files. 

Destroy when purpose is served. 
. Chronological files. 
Destroy when 2 years old. 

. Program Planning and Evaluation Files. Files showing the 
overall development of Patent and Trademark Office plans 
and the evaluation of their effectiveness. Included are one 
copy of each staff study, evaluation report, system study, 
and related correspondence and background materials. 

PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Offer 
to National Archives when 30 years old. 

. Surplus Property Case Files. Case files on disposal of 
surplus real and related personal property. 

Transfer to FRC 3 years after close of file. Destroy 10 
years after close of file. 

. Excess Real Property Reports. Reports of real property with 
related papers. 

Destroy when 10 years old. 

. Budget Policy and Procedure Correspondence Files. Cor- 

respondence files showing Patent and Trademark Office 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


policy and procedure governing budget administration, 
and reflecting expenditures for Patent and Trademark Office 
programs. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Offer 
to National Archives when 25 years old. 


. Budget Estimates Files. File copies of budget estimated 


comprising appropriation language sheets, narrative state- 
ments, and related schedules and data. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC after 10 years. Offer to 
National Archives when 25 years old. 


. Records Disposition Files. Descriptive inventories, dis- 


posal authorizations, schedules for retirement of records 

and correspondence or memoranda relating to revisions. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when 25 years 
old or when no longer needed, whichever is longer. 


. Forms Files. One copy of each form with data showing 


the inception and scope of the form, the program or ad- 

ministrative purpose of the form, and the related procedure 

instituted, revised, superseded, or canceled. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when 25 years 
old or when no longer needed, whichever is longer. 


. Systems Development Program Files. Program documents, 


schedules, and correspondence pertaining to the execution, 
review, and analysis of Patent Office research and devel- 
opment programs, and relating to the general planning and 
supervision of the programs. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC 5 years after completion 
to program. Offer to National Archives 20 years later 
or when 25 years old, whichever is sooner. 


. Systems Development Task Force, Committee, and Board 


Files. Agendas, directives, minutes of meetings, and related 

papers, of Task Forces, Committees, Board, etc. of which 

the Patent Office serves as Secretary, or Chairman thereof. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC 5 years after close of 
file. Offer to National Archives 20 years later or after 
25 years old, whichever is sooner. 


. Technical Report Files. One copy of each technical report 


of unpublished manuscript or report prepared in connection 
with a project, terminal narratives, statistical and graphic 
complications, summarizations, analyses, and related pa- 
rs. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 5 years old. Offer 
to National Archives when 25 years old. 


. Systems Development Project Case Files. Project case files 


reflecting a complete history of each project from initiation 
through research, development, design, and testing to 
completion. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC 5 years after completion 
or termination of project. Offer to National Archives 
when 25 years old. 


ADP Records 
(also in GRS 20) 


.ADP Planning Documents Files. Planning documents 


consisting of master plan, feasibility studies with associated 

charts and diagrams, and supporting data that reflect on 

characteristics of the data automation activity. 
PERMANENT. When no longer needed or used offer to 
National Archives with related materials. 


. ADP Program Management Files. Program management 


documents consisting of the development of plans, policy, 

and procedures governing the conversion of electrical 

machine operations and the supervision, control, coordi- 

nation, and operation of the mechanization program. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives with related 
materials. 


. ADP Standardizations Files. Standardization files consist- 


ing of data elements and codes, standardization requests, 
and jusification for all data systems developed by or for 
the Patent Office. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives with related 
materials. 


. ADP Data Systems Planning Files. Documents containing 


definition of the system. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives with related 
materials. 


. ADP Information Retrieval System Master Reference File. 


Magnetic media containing an index to patents and trade- 
marks and publications. 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives on termina- 

tion of Patent and Trademark Office. 

27. Publication Tape File. Magnetic media which are repro- 
duced and disseminated as publication or used for repro- 
ducing a printed publication. 

PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when 

publicatiion needs cease. 


Patent Records 


. Advertising Files. Copies of proposed advertising matter, 
circulars, letters, cards, and related correspondence in- 
tended to solicit patent business and submitted by regis- 
trants as required by regulations. 

Destroy when 25 years old. 

. Complaint Files. Case files relating to complaints made 
against attorneys registered to practice before the Patent 
Office. 

Destroy on death of attorney. 

. Board of Appeals Decisions Files. Copies of Board of 
Appeals decisions with related background materials. 

a. Cases patented. 
Destroy 10 years after patent issued. 
b. All others. 
Destroy 10 years after appeal is decided. 

. Indexes to Appeal Cases. Indexes, arranged in various 
ways, to the appeal cases. 

Destroy 30 years after date of appeal. 

2. Declaration of Assistance Received Files. Form received 
from applicants showing assistance received, if any, in the 
preparation of application for patent (PTOL-284). 

. Academy Lecture Files. Lectures prepared by the Staff for 
presentation at the Academy. (These lectures are updated 
periodically to reflect the changing views of the Patent and 
Trademark Office) 

a. Historical Sample 
PERMANENT. Retain | copy of each basic lecture and 
of any major changes made to it. Offer to NARS when 
25 years old. 

b. All other copies. 
Destroy when obsolete. 

. Academy Training Sessions Files. Background materials 
relating to each session of the Patent Office Academy, 
including names of attendees and instructors, schedule of 
classes, evaluation sheets, and related materials. 

PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when 25 years 
old. 

. Academy Examinations Files. Completed examinations of 
persons attending the Academy. 

Destroy when | year old. 

. Academy Application Files. Applications for training in the 
Academy, including memoranda of agreement and per- 
sonal history statements. 

Destroy when 2 years old. 

. Academy Correspondence File. Correspondence relating 

to the courses offered by the Patent Office Academy. 
Destroy when 5 years old. 

. Disclosure Document File. Documents submitted by in- 
ventors as evidence of the date of conception of an inven- 
tion. 

a. Disclosure Documents referred to in a separate letter in 
a related patent application filed within two years. 
Dispose of with related patent application. 
b. Disclosure Documents not referred to. 
Destroy when 2 years old. 

. Disclosure Documents Index. Cross-reference index to 
Disclosure Documents maintained by inventor’s name and 
includes DD number and date of receipt. 

Destroy with related DD’s. 

. Index to Patents Available for License or Sale. Index 
created when a patent is made available for license or sale, 
issued to the U.S. Government or dedicated to the Public. 

Destroy when no longer needed for reference. 

. General Correspondence File. Consists mainly of inquiries 
and requests for information and publications. Also in- 
cludes correspondence regarding the “Register of Patents 
Available for License or Sale.” 

Destroy when 3 years old. 
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42. Foreign Filing Licensing Documents. Petitions to the 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks for license to file 
applications for patents in foreign countries. 
Destroy 25 years after date of issue. 


43. Indexes to Foreign Filing Licensing Documents. Indexes 


to licensing documents described in Item 43. 
Destroy 25 years after issue. 


. Transmittals to Other Agencies Files. Copies of transmittal 


letters to other agencies enclosing correspondence and 
related enclosures sent to the Patent and Trademark Office 
for services rendered by other agencies, such as copyright 
information and requests for publications from the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. 

Destroy when | year old. 


. D-1 Files. Files relating to patent applications which may 


have a bearing on national security. Files usually consist 
of form listing serial number of application filing date, 
examining unit, title of invention, attorney assignee, and 
the concurrences listing the recommendation, signature, 
agency, and date; a memorandum summary indicating 
whether a secrecy order is required; the defense agency’s 
request for a secrecy order; the secrecy order issued; and 
related materials. 
Destroy 35 years after date of receipt for review. 


. Drawing Correction Slips. Index arranged by serial num- 


ber of application and used to locate orders for correction 
of drawings. 
Destroy when 2 years old. 


. Inventor’s Index to Patent Applications. Index arranged 


alphabetically by name of the inventor. Each slip shows 
the inventor’s name and residence, title of the invention, 
name and address of the attorney, application serial number 
and the filing date of the application. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 


. Numerical (serial) Index to Patent Applications. Index 


arranged by the serial number assigned to the application. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 


. Assignment Document Files and Index. Copies of docu- 


ments assigning and transferring from one party to another 

the rights, title, and interest to trademarks and inventions 

and the letters patent obtained therefrom with related indexes. 
PERMANENT. Offer to the National Archives when no 
longer needed for current business. 


. Indexes to Government Interests. Indexes to patents in 


which the Federal government has an interest by virtue of 
either of ownership of the application or resulting patent, 
thru assignment, or receipt of a license. 
a. Government Agency Index. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 
b. Patent Number Index. 
Destroy when no longer needed for reference. 
c. Assignor Index. 
Destroy when no longer needed for reference. 


. Petitions to the Commissioner. Petitions to the Commis- 


sioner concerning patent applications. 
a. Original petitions in patent case file. 
Dispose of with related case file. 
b. Other copies. 
Destroy when 2 years old. 


. Patent Protest Letters. Protest to the grant of a patent (Rule 


291). 
a. Letters filed in patent case file. 
Dispose of with related case file. 
b. Others. 
Destroy when 5 years old. 


. Patent Docket Cards. Cards used to control patent appli- 


cations. 
Destroy when 6 months old. 


. Classifications Definitions Files. One copy of each issu- 


ance of Classifications Definitions, with related background 
papers. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Offer 
to National Archives when 30 years old. 


. Canceled Drawings. Drawings that were canceled because 


they did not meet Patent and Trademark Office specifica- 
tions. Copy of drawing is filed with application. 
Destroy 5 years after filing date. 
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56. Abandoned Patent Application Files. Patent applications 


that did noi result in a patent. 
a. Those that are retained because they are referred to in 
another application that may have become patented. 
Dispose of with patent file in which cited. 
b. All others. 
Destroy when 20 years old. 


. Patent Files. Case files showing the prosecution of appli- 


cation for, and the granting of, a patent. Includes the 
original application, copy of drawing, and all material 
relating to the prosecution of the application and subse- 
quent actions by the Patent and Trademark Office. 
a. Files selected by the Commissioner of Patents and Trade- 
marks or the Archivist of the U.S. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records Center when 
10 years old. Offer to National Archives when 40 years 
old. 
b. All others. 
Destroy when 35 years old. 


. Patent File Charge-out Records. Record showing name of 


person charging out a patent file. 
Destroy after file is returned and all papers are deter- 
mined to be in file. 


. Statistical Reports on Patents to Printers Files. Weekly 


Statistical report to management concerning the number of 
patents sent to the printers and the amount of backlog. 
a. Original Report. 

Destroy when 5 years old. 
b. Operating Unit Copy 

Destroy when 2 years old. 


60. Quality Review of Sample of Allowed Applications. Rec- 


62. 


63. 


64. 


ords relating to the examination of allowed applications 
sampled for quality review, includes query to the exam- 
ining group and their reply. 

Destroy | year after ultimate disposition of related case. 


. Sample Pull-Rate Files. Form showing which of the al- 


lowed applications are to be selected for the quality review 
sample, includes the pull rate and list of applications by 
serial number. 
Destroy when | year old. 
Printer-Waiting Register Files. Register showing status of 
Query Disposition Records return to a group for reply. 
Destroy when | year old. 
Query Disposition Record Files. Form used to return printer- 
waiting cases to a group for answer to a specific query. 
Destroy 6 months after query is returned. 
Batch Control Sheet for Allowed Cases Files. Form uses 
as input to PALM System showing routing control and 
batch contents, such as PTO Form 1238-1. 
Destroy when | year old. 


. Checklist for Applications Allowed by Examiner File. Form 


used in completing a final review of allowed applications 
before sending to the printer, such as PTO Form 1167. 
Destroy when | year old. 


. Patent Interference Files. Case files produced in the pro- 


cess of resolving of adjudicating conflicts arising between 

parties in this matter of priority of invention. 

a. Cases that reach the hearing stage. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records Center when 
10 years old. Offer to National Archives when 40 years 
old. 

b. Cases that are abandoned before reaching a hearing. 
Destroy when 40 years old. 


. Board of Interference Decisions. Copies of Board of Inter- 


ference Decisions. 
PERMANENT. Offer to the National Archives when 40 
years old. 


. Index to Patent Interferences. Arranged numerically by 


interference number. Shows names of parties involved, 
application serial number and/or patent numbers involved, 
subject of interference, sections, date of hearings, decisions 
rendered, and other remarks. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when 40 years 
old. 


. Index to Interference Exhibits. Describes exhibits in each 


interference. 
Destroy when 40 years old. 


. Proceedings Under AEC and NASA Acts. Separate series 


of interference files relating to the SEC and NASA Acts. 
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Dispose of with related patent files. 

71. Settlement Agreements. Files relating to the settle- 
ment agreed to by parties in the interference. 
Dispose of with related interference case file. 


. Court Cases. Proceedings in cases where the Commis- 


sioner is a party of a civil suit. 
a. Cases selected by the Solicitor as being precedent setting 
or of historical or political significance. 
PERMANENT. Offer to the National Archives when 30 
years old. 
b. All other cases. 
Destroy when 30 years old. 


. Index to Court Cases. Card index to cases described under 


Item 72. 
Retain in agency until no longer needed for reference. 


. Roster of Registered Patent Attorneys and Agents. Printout 


listing registered patent attorneys and agents. 
Destroy after undated listing is received. 


. Case Folders of Registered Attorneys and Agents. Appli- 


cation folders of the attorneys, agents, or firms registered 
to practice before the Patent and Trademark Office. 
Destroy on death of attorney or agent. 


. Unsuccessful Application for Registration to Practice before 


the Patent and Trademark Office. Application folders of 
those applicants who failed to be registered. 
Destroy 5 years after date of examination. 


. Examination Papers of Applicants for Registration. Exami- 


nation answer papers to applications for registration to 
practice before the Patent and Trademark Office. 
Destroy after grades are recorded. 


Trademark Records 


. Trademark Examiners Work Reports. Records showing 


amount of work processed by examiners in a given time. 
Used to evaluate examiners work and progress. 
Destroy when 5 years old. 


. Trademark Adversary Proceedings Files. Consists of 


Trademark Opposition, Cancellation, Interference, and 
Concurrent-Use proceedings files. 
Destroy when 25 years old. Check with the Chairman 
of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board before destruc- 
tion. General Services should generate a list of files to 
be destroyed and send to the Search Room to destroy 
matching cards in Adversary Proceeding file. 


. Canceled Trademark Registration Files. Consists of origi- 


nal application and all related correspondence. 
Destroy 2 years after the date of cancellation. 


. Expired Trademark Registration Files. Consists of original 


application and all related correspondence. 
Destroy 2 years after expiration of registration. 


. Abandoned Trademark Application Files. Consists of 


original application and all related correspondence. 
Destroy 2 years after date of abandonment. 


. Trademark Renewal Index. Index to trademark registra- 


tions that are renewed. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 


. Indexes to Trademark Applications. Index shows appli- 


cant’s name, serial number of application, filing date, name 
of mark description of goods, attorney’s name, and final 
disposition of the application. 
a. Applicant’s Index. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 
b. Serial Index. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 


. Proceedings Index to Trademark Adversary Proceedings. 


Index in the Trademark Public Search Library arranged by 
type of proceeding. 
Destroy card from list sent by the Warehouse after 
matching Adversary Proceeding file is destroyed. 


. Trademark Adversary Proceedings Records. Card file 


maintained at the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, 
showing records of Trademark Adversary Proceedings, 
with information on mark, parties, disposition, termination 
date, etc. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 
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87. Trademark Registrant's Index. Index to Trademark reg- 


istrant’s name, includes serial and registration numbers, 
date of registration, line of goods and other related infor- 
mation. 
PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 

. Index to Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Ex Parte 

* Cases. Record of Trademark Trial and Appeal Board cases 
in ex parte appeals. 

PERMANENT. Offer to National Archives when no longer 
needed for references. 

. Public Advisory Committee for Trademark Affairs Files. 
Agenda, minutes, correspondence, reports, working pa- 
pers, reference materials, and related supporting files. 

Destroy when 10 years old or no longer needed for 
reference. 

. Trademark Petitions Files. Petitions and decisions to the 
Commissioner relating to trademarks, with related mate- 
rials. 

a. Original Petitions in trademark case file. 
Dispose of with related case file. 
b. Copies of petition decisions in petition number order and 
in subject order in the Assistant Commissioner’s Office. 
PERMANENT. Offer to the National Archives when no 
longer needed for references. 
c. Other copies. 
Destroy when 2 years old. 

. Trademark Protest Letters. Letters of protest to the Com- 
missioner related to trademarks. 

Destroy when no longer needed or when three years old, 
whichever is earlier. 


Public Information and Service Records 


. International Intellectual Property Activities Case Files. 
Project case files showing Patent and Trademark Office 
activity relating to problems concerning the protection of 
intellectual property throughout the world. Includes cor- 
respondence with private individuals, the Department of 
State and other countries; reports; records of international 
meetings concerning patents; trademarks and other matters 
pertaining to the protection of intellectual property through- 
out the world; and other materials relating to international 
affairs. 

PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC 5 years after close of 
case. Offer to National Archives when 25 years old. 

. Proposed Intellectual Property Legislation Files. Docu- 
ments accumulated in the preparation and processing of 
legislation proposed by or in the interest of the Patent and 
Trademark Office. Includes drafts of legislation, reports to 
committees on introduced legislation, and comments on 
legislative proposals. 

PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC after 5 years. Offer to 
National Archives when 25 years old. 

. Printed Articles Files. Articles submitted for clearance and 
printed in magazines, journals, and other information media, 
including related background materials. 

Destroy when 10 years old. 

. Public Affairs Report. Weekly, monthly, and quarterly 
reports relating to public affairs activities prepared for the 
Department of Commerce. 

Destroy when 6 months old. 

. Speakers Files. Correspondence, schedules, travel material 
and related records concerning the scheduling of Patent 
and Trademark Office speakers. 

Destroy when 3 years old. 

. Exhibit Files. Correspondence, photographs, reports and 
related materials concerning major exhibits developed by 
the Patent and Trademark Office, such as the 175th an- 
niversary exhibit. 

PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Offer 
to the National Archives when 30 years old. 

. Photograph Files. Photographs of key Patent and Trade- 
mark Office officials, major exhibits and other subjects that 
related to the functioning of the Patent and Trademark 
Office. Includes the negative and one positive print. 

PERMANENT. Offer for transfer to the National Ar- 
chives when 20 years old. 
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99. Publications Files. Official record copy of each publication 


that contributes to an understanding of the organization and 

functioning of the Patent and Trademark Office. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Offer 
to National Archives when 30 years old. 


. Speech Files. Official records copy of each speech given 


by the Commissioner and other Patent and Trademark 
Office executives. 


PERMANENT. Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Offer 
to the National Archives when 30 years old. 


. News Release Files. Official records copy of each new 


release. 
PERMANENT. Transfer to Federal Records Center when 
10 years old. Offer to National Archives when 30 years 
old. 


. Patents Received and Files Register. Register showing date 


and number of patent cases received in search room and 
date filed. 


Destroy 2 years after date of last entry in volume. 


. Reports on Search Room Activities Files. Weekly, monthly 


and other periodic reports showing production and general 
activities of the public search room, with related back- 
ground papers. 
a. Original Report. 

Destroy when | year old. 
b. Operating Office Copy. 

Destroy when 2 years old. 


. Patent and Trademark Reproduction Copy Files. The master 


copy of patents and trademarks used for the photorepro- 
duction of sales copies, includes original drawings and 
specifications. 
Transfer to FRC when 10 years old. Destroy when 20 
years old. 


. Reprint Requisition File. Requisitions, such as PTO Form 


228, used for ordering the reprint or printed patents or 
trademarks after current stock is depleted. 
Destroy when | year old. 


106. Sales Journal. Shows statistical information on sales of 


107. 


copies of patents and trademarks. 

Destroy when 5 years old. 
Correspondence and Sale Control Records. Records used 
to control the flow of correspondence and sale of printed 
materials. 

Destroy when | year old. 


. Requests for Publications. Correspondence requesting 


copies of certain publications and other printed materials. 
Return requests with ordered materials. 


. Microform Files. Microform copies of applications as filed, 


printed patent files and printed trademark files. 
a. Master microfilm files. (Certified as processed under 41 
CFR 101-11.504) 
PERMANENT. Transfer to classified site. Offer to Na- 
tional Archives when 25 years old. 
b. All other microform copies 
Non-Records 


. Charged-Out Slips File. Slips recording the charge-out of 


records to Patent and Trademark Office employees and the 
public, such as PTO Forms 124, 125, and 271. 
Destroy when records are returned. 


. Binding Instructions. Cards showing instructions on how 


the various publications received by the library are to be 
bound. 
Destroy when no longer needed. 


. Charge-out Files of Library Materials. Sets of 3"x 5" cards 


showing records of library materials on temporary or 
indefinite loan to researchers or Patent and Trademark 
Office staff. 

Destroy when obsolete or on return of book. 


. Interlibrary Loans Files. Records of books borrowed from 


other libraries. 
Destroy 2 years after return of book. 


. Library Serial Order Cards. 3"x 5" cards used to record 


purchase of journals, magazines, etc. 
Destroy when no longer needed for reference. 


. Library Book Order Cards. 3"x 5" cards showing book 


purchases. 
Destroy when no longer needed for reference. 


. Foreign Patent Accession Register. Bound volumes ar- 


ranged by country. Each shows the patent number and the 
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date that copy was received in the Patent and Trademark 
Office. 

Destroy when no longer needed for reference. 

. Inventor's Index. Arranged alphabetically by name of 
inventor. Shows name and address of inventor, title of 
invention, serial number of application, patent number, 
date of issuance, attorney, and assignee. 

PERMANENT. Offerto National Archives when no longer 
needed for reference. 

. PTO Procurement Files. Contract, requisition, purchase 
order, lease, and bond and surety records, including cor- 
respondence and related papers pertaining to award, ad- 
ministration, receipt, inspection and payment (other than 
those covered in Items 1, 2, 13, and 15). 

a. Procurement or purchase organization copy, and related 
papers. 

1. Transactions of more than $10,000 and all construction 
contracts exceeding $2,000. 
Destroy 6 years and 3 months after final payment. 

2. Transactions of $10,000 or less and construction con- 
tracts under $2,000. 

Destroy 3 years after final payment. (Close file at the end 
of the fiscal year, retain 3 years and destroy, except that files 
on which actions are pending shall be brought forward to the 
next fiscal years’s files for destruction therewith.) 

b. Obligation copy. 

Destroy when funds are obligated. 

c. Other copies of record described above used by com- 
ponent elements of a procurement office for administrative 
purposes. 

Destroy upon termination or completion. 
119. Solicited and Unsolicited Bids and Proposals Files. 

a. Successful bids and proposals. 

Destroy with related contract case files (see item 118 of this 
schedule.) 

b. Solicited and unsolicited unsuccessful bids and propos- 
als. 

1. When filed separately from contract case files. 
Destroy when related contract is completed. 
2. When filed with contract case files. 
Destroy with related contract case files (see item 118 
of this schedule.) 
>. Canceiled Solicitations Files. 

. Formal solicitations of offers to provide products or 
services (e.g., Invitations for Bids, Requests for Propos- 
als, Requests for Quotations) which were cancelled prior 
to award of a contract. The files include presolicitation 
documentation on the requirement, any offers which 
were opened prior to the cancellation, documentation on 
any government action up to the time of cancellation, 
and evidence of the cancellation. 

Destroy 5 years after date of cancellation. 

2. Unopened Bids. 
Return to bidder. 

d. Lists o> Card Files of Acceptable Bidders. 
Destroy when superseded or obsolete. 
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120. Public Printer Files. Records relating to requisitions on 

the Printer, and all supporting papers. 
a. Printing procurement unit copy of requisition, invoice, 
specifications, and related papers. 

Destroy 3 years after completion or cancellation of requisi- 

tion. 
b. Accounting copy of requisition. 

Destroy 3 years after period covered by related account. 


Non Record Materials 


The Records Disposal Act of 1943, as amended, states that“ library 

and museum material made or acquired and preserved solely 

for reference or exhibition purposes, extra copies of documents 
preserved only for convenience of reference, and stocks of 
publications and of processed 

documents are not included within the definition of the word 

‘records’ as used in this Act.” Non-record material is disposed 

of as soon as its purpose is served. The following list consists 

of those non-record materials that are unique to the Patent and 

Trademark Office. 

121. Foreign Patents. Copies of patents issued by foreign 
countries. 

122. Translation of Foreign Patents and Publications and Related 
Indexes. Typewritten copies of translations and related 
indexes. 

3. Card Catalogs. 3"x 5" cards used as finding aids to the 
library. 

. Patent Examiner's Search Files. Reference file used by 
examiners in processing applications. Arranged by class 
and subclass and consist of U.S. patents, foreign patents, 
extracts from publications, and other materials relating to 
a certain class or subclass. 

. Printed Trademark Registrations Reference Files. Digest 
of Registered marks consisting of a set of registered work 
marks arranged alphabetically and secondarily by trade- 
mark registration number; a set of registrations comprising 
symbols, arranged according to the classification of the 
goods or services with which they are used; of registration 
arranged by registration number. 

. Numerical Index to Patent Classification. Arranged nu- 
merically by patent number and shows the class and subclass 
assignment of each patent. 

. Shelf List of Classified Patents. Listing of all U.S. Patent 
numbers comprising, respectively, the “original” and “cross 
reference” classification of patents according to the official 
classification of the Patent and Trademark Office. 

. Public Search Files of U.S. Patents. Printed or microfilm 
copies of U.S. Patents arranged in two series: 1) numeri- 
cally by class and subclass assignment, and secondarily 
by patent number and 2) numerically by patent number. 

. Legislative History Files. Consist mainly of copies of 
published materials relating to legislation that is of interest 
to the Patent and Trademark Office. Includes copies of bills, 
public laws, Federal Register, Congressional Record, and 
similar materials. 
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(171) U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Office of the Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 


of Patents and Trademarks 


PUBLIC ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
FOR TRADEMARK AFFAIRS 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Comerce 

Action: Notice of Committee Charter Amendment 

Summary: In accordance with the provisions of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. (1976), and after con- 
sultation with GSA, it has been determined that an amendment of 
the charter of the Public Advisory Committee for Trademark 
Affairs is in the public interest in connection with the perform- 
ance of duties imposed on the Department by law. The charter 
amendment was signed on December 3, 1990. 

The charter has been amended as follows to: (1) broaden the 
topics that the Committee may address to include international 
trademark law, (2) allow the membership of the Committee to be 
drawn from a wider range of the trademark community rather 
than soley from the regular, associate and supplementary mem- 
bership of the United States Trademark Association (USTA), (3) 
increase the number of members on the Committee fron 15 to 18, 
(4) provide for the direct selection of the members and appoint- 
ment of the chairman of the Committee by the Assistant Secre 


tary and Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks rather than by 
the president of the USTA, and (5) set the term of membership at 
two years. 

For Further Information Contact: Lynne Beresford, Committee 
Control Officer, Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Trade- 
marks, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, Washington, D.C. 
20231, telephone: (703) 557-7464, or Jan Jivatodi, Committee 
Management Analyst, U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20230, telephone: (202) 377-4217. 
Suuplementary Information: The Committee was first estab- 
lished in September 1970, and the latest charter renewal was 
signed on April 4, 1990. The charter amendment was approved 
on December 3, 1990, and provides for the following: 

(1) The amendment broadens the objectives and duties of the 
Committee to specifically embrace international trademark law. 
The previous charter permitted the Committee to advise the 
Patent and Trademark Office only on the steps which could be 
taken to increase the efficiency and effectiveness of the admini- 
stration of the Trademark Act and to provide a continuing source 
of knowledge from the private sector to the Government. Given 
the increased interest within the trademark community and the 
Patent and Trademark Office in international trademark law, 
especially in the Madrid Protocol and harmonization, it is desir- 
able that the charter refer explicitly to international trademark 
law. 
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(2) Section 5(b)(2) of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
requires that the membership of advisory committees be “fairly 
balanced in terms of the points of view represented....” The 
amendment furthers that goal by permitting the membership to 
be drawn from a wide range of the trademark community 
including users of the public search room, academia, members of 
the public at large, and the business community. 

(3) The amendment increases the number of members on the 
Committee from 15 to 18. The increase was needed to permit 
additional members, from different sectors of the trademark 
community, to be added to the Committee without having to 
displace any of the current Committee members. 

(4) Section 5(b)(2) of the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
requires that “the membership be fairly balanced in terms of the 
points of view represented...” The amendment futhers that goal 
by permitting the chairman to be appointed, and the members of 
the Committee to be selected by the Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks. 

(5) The charter of the Public Advisory Committee for Trade- 
mark Affairs did not set terms for members. In order to promote 
more orderly administration of the Committee, the amendment 
sets the terms of the members at two years. Members will 
serve at the discretion of the Assistant Secretary and Commis- 
sioner of Patents and Trademarks. Appointements, when 
vacancies occur, shall be for the remainder of the unexpired 
term. 

Jan. 16, 1991 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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(172) U.S. Department of Commerce 
Office of the Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 


Public Advisory Committee for Trademark Affairs 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Notice of Renewal 

Summary: In accordance with the provisions of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. App. (1976), and after con- 
sultation with GSA, it has been determined that the renewal of the 
charter of the Public Advisory Committee for Trademark Affairs 
is in the public interest in connection with the performance of 
duties imposed on the Department by law. 

Supplementary Information: The Committee was first estab- 
lished in September 1970, and its latest renewal was signed on 
April 3, 1992. The Committee’s purpose is to advise the Patent 
and Trademark Office concerning steps which can be taken to 
increase the efficiency and effectiveness of administration of the 
Trademark Act and to provide a continuing source of knowledge 
from the private sector to the Government in the area of interna- 
tional and domestic trademark law. 

Committee members are drawn from the trademark bar, busi- 
ness and industry, academia, the public at large, and users of the 
public search room, and are selected by the Assistant Secretary 
of Commerce and the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
to assure a balanced representation among members of the 
trademark community. The Committee will function solely as an 
advisory body, and in compliance with the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act. 

For Further Information Contact: Lynne Beresford, Committee 
Control Officer, Office of the Assistant Commissioner for Trade- 
marks, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, Washington, D.C. 
20231, telephone: (703) 305-9464, or Jan Jivatodi, Com- 
mittee Management Analyst, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230, telephone: (202) 377- 
4299. 
April 24, 1992 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
for Patents and Trademarks 
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(173) Advisory Committee for Patents and 


Trademarks; Establishment 


In accordance with the provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App. 2.) and General Services Ad- 
ministration Interim Rule on Federal Advisory Committee 
Management, 41 CFR Part 101-6, as amended, and after con- 
sultation with GSA, the Secretary of Commerce has determined 
that the establishment of the Advisory Committee for Patents 
and Trademarks is in the public interest in connection with the 
performance of duties imposed on the Department by law. 

1. The Committee will advise the Patent and Trademark 
Office on broad policy issues involving both patents and trade- 
marks, and the overall operation of the Office including matters 
concerning office-wide Automation programs. 

2. The Committee will consist of at least 10 but no more than 
18 members to be appointed by the Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks to assure a balanced 
representation among patent and trademark attorneys, corporate 
executives, technical research directors, inventors, the judiciary, 
professional patent and trademark searchers, information 
specialists and publishers, automation experts, consumer groups, 
entrepreneurs, and educators. The Committee will function solely 
as an advisory body and in compliance with the provisions of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act. Its charter will be filed 
under the Act, 15 days from the date of the publication of this 
notice. 

Interested persons are invited to submit comments regarding 
the establishment of the Advisory Committee for Patents and 
Trademarks. Such comments, as well as any inquiries, may be 
addressed to the Executive Assistant to the Assistant Secretary 
and Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20231, phone: 703- 557-3071, 
or the Department’s Committee Management Analyst, phone: 
202-377-4217. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents and 
Trademarks. 


Nov. 14, 1986. 


[FR Doc. 86-26451 Filed 11-21-86; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-16-M 
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(174) Performance Review Board 

Agency: Department of Commerce, Patent and Trademark Of- 
fice. 

Action: Announcement of Membership of the Patent and Trade- 
mark Office Performance Review Board. 

Summary: In conformance with the Civil Service Reform Act of 
1978, 5 U.S.C. 4314(c)(4), the Patent and Trademark Office is 
modifying the composition of its Performance Review Board to 
achieve the maximum possible degree of fairness and equity in 
the process of appraising, rating and rewarding the performance 
of senior executives and employees in the Senior-Level and 
Administratively-Determined pay catagories. 

This notice (1) announces the appointments of four new 
members of the Performance Review Board; and (2) establishes 
rotational term limits for each member to assure consistency, 
stability and objectivity in the performance appraisal process. 
Address: Comments should be addressed to Personnel Officer, 
Patent and Trademark Office, Office of Personnel, One Crystal 
Park, suite 700, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

For Further Information contact: Colleen Woodard at the above 
address or telephone (703) 305-8062. 

Supplementary Information: The Patent and Trademark Office 
Performance Review Board is comprised of the following indi- 
viduals: 


Bradford R. Huther, Chairperson 

Assistant Commissioner for Finance and Planning 
Patent and Trademark Office 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Term - expires Sept. 30, 1994 
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John F. Terapane, Jr. 

Director, Patent Examining Group 1200 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Term - expires Sept. 30, 1994 


Carol C. Darr (New Member) 
Acting General Counsel 
Department of Commerce 
Washington, D.C. 20230 
Term - expires Sept. 30, 1995 


J. David Sams 

Chairman, Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
Patent and Trademark Office 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

Term - expires Sept. 30, 1994 


Kathleen J. Charles 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 

for Resource Management 
Bureau of Diplomatic Security 
U.S. Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520 
Term - expires Sept. 30, 1994 


J. O. Thomas (New Member) 

Director, Patent Examining Group 1500 
Patent and Trademark Office 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Term - expires Sept. 30, 1995 


Karl E. Bell (New Member) 

Deputy Director of Administration 

National Institute of Standards and Technology 
Gaithersburg, Md. 20899 

Term - expires Sept. 30, 1995 


Belkis Leong-Hong (New Member) 

Director, Information Engineering Directorate 
Defense Information Systems Agency 

Center for Information Management 

Vienna, Va. 22182 

Term - expires Sept. 30, 1996 


Gerald R. Lucas (New Member) 
Director, Office of Civil Rights 
Department of Commerce 
Washington, D.C. 20520 

Term - expires Sept. 30, 1996 


BRUCE A LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
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(175) Certified Copies of Trademark 


Applications/Registrations 


The Trademark Operation is in the process of microfilming 
its records and, as this proceeds, requests for certified copies 
of applications and, eventually, registrations, will be furnished 
from the microfilmed records. Such certified copies will not 
contain copies of the file jacket. 


MARGARET M. LAURENCE, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks. 


Jan. 17, 1984. 
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(176) Change in Legal Holidays 


The Commissioner’s Notice of Sept. 25, 1979, “Change in 
Legal Holidays,” is hereby rescinded in view of Public Law 98- 
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144, enacted Nov. 2, 1983, which amended the listing of legal 
public holidays in 5 USC § 6103. That amendment took effect 
in 1986 and added a new legal holiday relating to the birthday 
of Martin Luther King, Jr. This new holiday is designated for 
the third Mon. in Jan. 

Section 6103, as amended, reads as follows: 


New Year’s Day, Jan. 1 

Birthday of Martin Luther King, Jr., the third 
Mon. in Jan. 

Washington’s Birthday, the third Mon. in Feb. 

Memorial Day, the last Mon. in May 

Independence Day, July 4 

Labor Day, the first Mon. in Sept. 

Columbus Day, the second Mon. in Oct. 

Veterans Day, Nov. 11 

Thanksgiving Day, the fourth Thurs. in Nov. 

Christmas Day, Dec. 25. 


Each of the holidays enumerated will constitute a “Federal 
holiday within the District of Columbia,” as referred to in Section 
21, Title 35, United States Code. In accordance with 37 CFR 
1.6(a) and 1.10(a), the Patent and Trademark Office will not 
receive papers on these holidays. Actions required to be taken 
on such days may be taken on the next succeeding day that the 
Office is open for business in accordance with 37 CFR 1.7. 


DONALD J. QUIGG, 
Assistant Secretary and 
Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


July 15, 1986. 
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(177) Filing of Papers During Unscheduled Closings 
Office 


of the Patent and Trademark 


When the Patent and Trademark Office is officially closed 
by Executive Order of the President or by the Office of Personnel 
Management for an entire day because of some unscheduled 
event, such as adverse weaiher conditions, the Patent and 
Trademark Office will consider that day as a “federal holiday 
within the District of Columbia” under 35 U.S.C. § 21. Any 
action or fee due that day will be considered as timely for the 
purposes of, e.g., 35 U.S.C. §§ 119, 133 and 151, if the action 
is taken, or fee paid, on the next succeeding business day on 
which the Patent and Trademark Office is open. When the Patent 
and Trademark Office is open for business during any part of 
a business day between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., papers are due 
on that day even though the Office may be officially closed for 
some period of time during the business day because of an 
unscheduled event. The procedures of 37 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 may 
be used, as appropriate, for the filing of papers. On any day 
the Office is open for at least part of the day, papers may also 
be deposited up to midnight in any boxes which are provided 
by the Patent and Trademark Office under 37 CFR 1.6(c). 


DONALD W. PETERSON, 

Acting Assistant Secretary 

and Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks. 


Feb. 11, 1987. 
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(178) New Telephone Numbers for 
Patent and Trademark Office Organizations 


Located in North and South Tower Buildings 


With the exception of the Office of the Assistant Commis- 
sioner for Trademarks, all offices of the trademark section of the 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office are relocating to buildings 
known as the South Tower and North Tower, respectively 
located at 2900 and 2800 Crystal Drive, Arlington, Va. 22202. 
New telephone numbers have been assigned to all of the relo- 
cated offices, as follows: 
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SOUTH TOWER BUILDING 


ORGANIZATION FLOOR TELEPHONE 


NUMBER 


Director, Trademark 
Examining Operation (703) 308-9000 


Law Office 3 (703) 308-9103 


Law Office 4 (703) 308-9104 


Law Office 5 (703) 308-9105 


Law Office 6 (703) 308-9106 


Law Office 7 (703) 308-9107 


Law Office 8 (703) 308-9108 


Law Office 9 (703) 308-9109 


Law Office 10 (703) 308-9110 


Law Office 11 (703) 308-9111 


Law Office 12 (703) 308-9112 


Law Office 13 (703) 308-9113 


Law Office 14 (703) 308-9114 


Law Office 15 (703) 308-9115 
Trademark Trial 
and Appeal Board (703) 308-9300 
Applications Section; 
Publication and Issue Section (703) 308-9400 
ITU/Divisional Unit; 
Post-Registration Section; 
Trademark Services Division 10 308-9500 


Trademark Search Library 2 308-9800 
Trademark Assignment 2 
Search Room 

(for information on obtaining 
certified copies of trademark 
assignments) (703) 308-9850 
(trademark assignment search 


information) (703) 308-9855 


NORTH TOWER BUILDING 


Office of Trademark 


Quality Review (703) 308-9600 


Applicants and attorneys should continue to address corre- 
spondence to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231, as the official address of the Office will 
remain the same. The telephone number for the Trademark 
Status Line, (703) 557-8747, is unchanged. 

April 17, 1991 JEFFREY M. SAMUELS 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 
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(179) Regulations Relating to the Use of Patent and 
Trademark Office Records or Search Facilities 
and Enforcement Procedures 
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Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Department of Com- 
merce 

Action: Notice 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office is revising its 
regulations relating to use of Patent and Tradenrark Office 
records or search facilities and procedures for enforcing these 
regulations. These regulations and their enforcement are nec- 
essary to promote an atmosphere conducive to research and to 
maintain the integrity of the files and records in the Patent and 
Trademark Office. 

Effective Date: July 1, 1987 

For Further Information Contact: Theresa A. Brelsford, 
Assistant Commissioner for Administration, Patent and Trade- 
mark Office, Washington, D.C. 20231, (703) 557-2290. 
Supplementary Information: The procedures will apply to all 
visitors to the Patent and Trademark Office. 

Visitors are reminded that unauthorized removal of govern- 
ment material or property may be prosecuted as a criminal felony 
under the provisions of 18 U.S.C. 2071, in addition to the 
imposition of administrative sanctions contained in these pro- 
cedures. 


Regulations Relating te the Use of Patent and 
Trademark Office Records or Search Facilities 


These regulations are established for all persons using the 
facilities of the Patent and Trademark Office (PTO), and will 
be appropriately enforced as specified herein. 

Smoking within PTO is prohibited except in designated areas 
(41 CFR 101-20.109-10). 

All persons using the facilities of the PTO are subject to 
regulations governing conduct on property under the charge of 
the General Services Administration which appear in 41 CFR 
Subpart 101-20.3 (41 CFR §§ 101-20.300 through 101-20.315). 

Packages, briefcases and other personal effects brought into 
the PTO, as well as storage lockers provided for general use, 
are subject to search by authorized personnel for reasonable 
cause under the provisions of 41 CFR 101-20.301. 

Unauthorized removal of PTO files, documents, reference 
materials, or any government property is prohibited. In addition 
to the administrative sanctions specified in these regulations, 
violators may also be subject to arrest and prosecution under 
the provisions of 18 U.S.C. 2071 which carries a possible “fine 
of $2,000 or imprisonment for not more than three years, or 
both”, and/or the violator may be subject to discipline under 
the PTO Code of Professional Responsibility if he or she is a 
practitioner as defined in 37 CFR 10.1(r). 

All persons must comply with posted Official Notices and 
with verbal requests made by PTO personnel for compliance 
with these regulations. 


1. User Passes 

a. Individuals visiting any area of the PTO must obtain a valid, 
non-transferable user pass and wear it visibly displayed at 
all times while on the premises. 
Permanent User Passes may be obtained from the Manager 
of the Patent Public Search Room. The first Permanent 
User Pass is issued at no charge. Permanent User 
Passes subsequently issued as replacements will be pro- 
vided at a charge of $5.00 per Pass. The holder 
of a Permanent User Pass may be issued one (1) Temp- 
orary User Pass, within a ninety (90) day period at no 
charge. A request for a second Temporary User Pass 
during the same ninety day period will require the pur- 
chase of a Permanent User Pass at the required replacement 
fee. 
Temporary User Passes may be obtained by visitors at no 
charge from the managers of the Patent or Trademark 
Public Search Rooms and are valid through the expiration 
date stamped thereon. 
Permanent and Temporary User Passes must be surren- 
dered to the PTO upon request for cause. 


2. Use of Search Areas 

a. The Patent and Trademark Office facilities may be used 
by visitors only during the hours specified, Monday through 
Friday, and are closed to the public on Saturdays, Sundays 
and Legal Holidays: 
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Patent Public Search Rm., 
Mezzanine and Microfilm 


Trademark Public Search Rm . 


8:00 a.m.—8:00 p.m.* 
8:00 a.m.—5:30 p.m.* 


Assignment Search Rm., Pub- 
lic Service Center, and Sci- 


entific Library 


8:30 a.m.—5:00 p.m.* 


Patent Examining Organiza- 
tions, Trademark Examining 
Law Offices and all other 
public access areas of the 


8:30 a.m.—5:00 p.m.* 


* Clearing of these areas would begin prior to this time to ensure all visitors 
are out of the building by the time designated. 


b. 


Materials available for search purposes in the Patent 
and Assignment Search Rooms and patent application 
file histories shall not be removed from those areas. 
Trademark registrations in the Trademark Search 
Library shall not be removed from the secured bundles 
in the registered file. Photocopying from bound 
volumes of trademarks is prohibited. 

Trademark files shall not be removed from PTO space 
in Crystal Plz. Bldg. 2. 

Use of Patent Examining Group search areas is strictly 
limited to searching materials unavailable in the Patent 
Public Search Room or the Scientific Library. Exam- 
ining Group search areas may be used only when such 
use does not conflict with the regular business of the 
organization. 

Visitors to a Patent Examining Group Search Area 
must register with the designated Group Search Area 
representative indicating the times entering and leav- 
ing the area, User Pass number, and the class(es) and 
subclass(es) to be searched. 

Documents removed from the files of Patent Exam- 
ining Group search areas must be immediately re- 
turned to their proper location after use. Documents 
shall not be removed from the area in which they were 
obtained without specific written authorization from 
a Group Director or Supervisory Patent Examiner in 
the Examining Group where the material(s) reside. 
Such authorization will not be given for U.S. Patents 
and other material readily available through the Sci- 
entific Library. 


3. PROHIBITIONS 
ba be are prohibited: 


Conduct which is rude or abusive to PTO employees 
or others. 

Smoking and consumption of food or beverages in 
other than designated areas. 

Loud talking or any conduct which may be disruptive 
to others. 

Use of radios, televisions, typewriters, photographic 
equipment, dictation equipment and other mechani- 
cal, electrical or electronic items without specific au- 
thorization from an Assistant Commissioner of the 
PTO. 

Improper use, mutilation, destruction or unauthorized 
removal of PTO records, documents or government 
property. 

Reserving seats or work areas. 

Affixing messages to walls, telephone booths or other 
government property, except designated message 
boards. 

Use of the PTO as a mailing address, use of PTO 
stationery, arid use of PTO emblem or seal. 

Use of PTO telephones and other office equipment, 
such as copiers, etc., except where specifically pro- 
vided for public use. This includes the use of PTO 
telephones to receive incoming calls. 

Use of any computer terminal other than the TRAM 
terminals provided for public use in the Trademark 
Search Library, and the CASPIR and FOUR-PHASE 
terminals (or CASSIS terminal if the FOUR-PHASE 
terminals are not operating) provided in the Patent 
Public Search Room for public use. 
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Placing PTO files or documents, government property 
or government owned reference materials in rental 
storage lockers. 

Use of rental storage lockers without depositing the 
required fee or holding the key to a storage locker 
beyond the specified maximum period of use. 
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(180) Procedures for Enforcement of the Regulations 
Relating to the Use of Patent and Trademark Office 


Records or Search Facilities 


Under applicable statutes and regulations, including 40 U.S.C. 
486(c), 41 CFR 101-20.3, and appropriate sections of Depart- 
ment Organization Orders 10-14 and 30-3 of the Department 
of Commerce, the procedures appearing below are established. 


1. Violations involving unauthorized removal of PTO files, 
documents, records or government property. 


a. 


b. 


Each observed or reported violation will be investi- 
gated. 

Persons found in possession of PTO material or gov- 
ernment property, other than in areas or under circum- 
stances where possession is specifically authorized, 
shall be required to immediately surrender the mate- 
rial or property and if appropriate, their User Pass. An 
oral explanation for the possession of such material 
or property will be requested by the PTO. 

Each incident involving unauthorized possession of 
PTO material or government property shall be imme- 
diately reported by telephone or in person to the Office 
or Group Director of the area from which the material 
or property was taken. 

If it appears to the Office or Group Director that 
possession of the materials was inadvertent or other- 
wise unintentional, no further action will be taken. The 
materials will be replaced appropriately and the 
person’s User Pass will be returned. 

If it appears to the Office or Group Director that 
possession of the materials was intentional, all persons 
involved shall be required to submit written state- 
ments detailing the circumstances and, in the case of 
a PTO User/visitor, show cause why the User Pass 
and visitor privileges should not be suspended or 
revoked. Statements will also be obtained from other 
witnesses where appropriate. The material or property 
shall be secured for possible use as evidence by the 
Office or Group Director, if appropriate. 

If the involved person possesses a Permanent User 
Pass, it shall be retained and forwarded with the written 
statements to the Assistant Commissioner for Admini- 
stration. A Temporary User Pass may be issued as 
replacement by the Assistant Commissioner for 
Administration, pending action on an alleged viola- 
tion. 

if the involved person possesses only a Temporary 
User Pass it shall be retained and forwarded with the 
written statements to the Assistant Commissioner for 
Administration within two weeks of the incident. No 
replacement will be provided pending action by the 
Assistant Commissioner for Administration. 


2. Other violations of public use regulations. 


a. 


Each observed or reported violation will be investi- 
gated. The persons involved shall be informed of the 
nature of the violation and requested to comply with 
regulations. 

If it appears that the violation was inadvertent or 
otherwise unintentional and the involved person 
immediately conforms to the regulations, no further 
action will be taken. 

If the violation appears to be intentional or if the 
person involved refuses to comply with a verbal request 
from a PTO employee or continues to violate the 
regulations after being requested to comply, the person 
shall be required to surrender his or her User Pass to 
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the PTO. A written report of each violation and the 
User Pass will be submitted to the Assistant Commis- 
sioner for Administration for a final decision. User 
Pass replacement procedures shall be as specified in 
paragraphs 1.f. or I.g. 

If the Assistant Commissioner for Administration 
determines that a reported violation was inadvertent 
or otherwise not intentional, the User Pass will be 
returned and no further action will be taken. In all other 
cases, the Assistant Commissioner for Administration 
will request the person involved to show cause in 
writing why his or her User Pass and visitor privileges 
should not be suspended or revoked. 

A written decision will be rendered by the Assistant 
Commissioner for Administration after consideration 
of any timely submitted response. 

In the case of a written decision by the Assistant 
Commissioner for Administration adverse to a prac- 
titioner as defined by 37 CFR 10.1(r), a copy of the 
written decision will be forwarded to the Director of 
the Office of Enrollment and Discipline for whatever 
further action, including sanctions, as may be appro- 
priate under the PTO Code of Professional Respon- 
sibility. 


3. Factors to be Considered in Assessing Penalties. 

Penalties will be determined on a case by case basis. 
Prior violations of regulations will be considered when 
assessing whether any violation is willful, deliberate 
or intentional, and when determining the penalty to 
be imposed. 

Penalties may be assessed as follows, depending on 
circumstances: 

(1) For a first offense: from a written warning to a 30 
day suspension of the User Pass and visitor privi 
leges. 

(2) Forasecond offense: a suspension of the User Pass 
and visitor privileges from 5 days to one year. 

(3) For a third or subsequent offense: from a suspen- 
sion of 30 days to permanent revocation of the User 
Pass and visitor privileges. 

(4) For any single serious or aggravated violation: 
suspension of the User Pass and visitor privileges 
for up to one year or permanent revocation of the 
User Pass and visitor privileges. A serious or 
aggravated violation is defined as any instance 
involving multiple violations of regulations 
during a single event or acts which also con- 
stitute a violation of Federal or local criminal 
law. 


4. Record of Penalties Imposed. 

A record of penalties imposed for given violations will be 
maintained by the Assistant Commissioner for Administration. 
These records will be made available to the public upon request. 


5. Use of Public Facilities During Suspension or After Revo- 
cation of User Pass. 

No individual will be permitted to use the facilities specified 
in these regulations while his or her User Pass is suspended or 
revoked. 


6. Absence of Assistant Commissioner for Administration. 
In the absence of the Assistant Commissioner for Admini- 

stration, the Deputy Assistant Commissioner for Administration 

will carry out the responsibilities assigned by these regulations. 


7. Absence of Designated PTO Officials. 

In the absence of any Designated PTO Official, a Deputy or 
Acting Official will carry out the responsibilities assigned by 
these regulations. 

8. Assistance. 

PTO employees may, when necessary, request the Security 
Officer of the Patent and Trademark Office or the Federal 
Protective Service or their contractors to provide assistance in 
carrying out their assigned responsibilities in paragraphs |. and 
rd 


9. Appeals. 
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Decisions rendered by the Assistant Commissioner for Ad- 
ministration may be reviewed on petition to the Commissioner. 


THERESA A. BRELSFORD, 
Assistant Commissioner 
for Administration. 


May 11, 1987. 
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(181) Rules Concerning Conduct on Patent 


and Trademark Premises 
1. Applicability 


These rules apply to all premises under the charge and control 
of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) through the 
General Services Administration and to all persons entering such 
premises. 


2. Admission to Property 


Patent and Trademark Office facilities are closed to the public 
outside of normal working hours. During normal working hours, 
a valid User Pass is required to enter PTO premises. 


The individual’ s User Pass must be displayed at all times while 
on PTO premises. 


3. Preservation of Property/Conduci on PTO Premises 
The following activities are prohibited on PTO premises: 


a. Improperly disposing of rubbish; willfully destroying or 
damaging property; theft of property; creating a hazard to per- 
sons or things; and placing Government documents or materials 
in storage lockers. 

b. The willfull and unlawfull concealment, removal, muti- 
lation. obliteration or destruction, or attempts to do so, or, with 
intent to do so, or taking and carrying away of any record, book, 
paper, document, or other things from the facilities shall result in 
a fine of not more than $2,000 or imprisonment of not more than 
3 years, or both. See 18 U.S.C. § 2071. 


c. Removal of papers, materials, or other Government 
property from designated areas. Within a designated area, papers 
or other Government property must be returned to its proper 
location after use, unless otherwise posted. 


d. Using PTO premises and facilities as a place of business. 
It is prohibited to reserve work areas, use PTO as a mailing 
address, use PTO stationery, or a PTO telephone number as a 
personal telephone number. 


4. Inspection 


Packages, briefcases, storage lockers and other containers in 
the possession of visitors, employees, or other persons arriving 
at, working at, visiting, or departing from the PTO are subject to 
inspection. See 41 CFR § 101-20.301. 


5. Disturbances 


Disorderly conduct or other conduct which creates a loud or 
unusual noise or a nuisance which impedes or disrupts the 
performance of official duties by Government employees or 
which prevents the public from obtaining the administrative 
services provided on the property in a timely manner is prohib- 
ited. See 41 CFR § 101-20.305. 


6. Conformity with signs and directions 

Persons on the PTO premises shall at all times comply with the 
officical signs of a prohibitory, regulatory or directory nature 
and with the lawful direction of PTO employees. 


No rude or abusive conduct to PTO employees and fellow 
users. 
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No food or beverages are permitted. 
No smoking except in designated areas. 


No mechanical or electronic equipment such as radios, televi- 
sions, typewriters, computers, or photographic equipment may 
be used without prior permission from the Assistant Commis- 
sioner for Administration. 


No use of PTO telephone and office equipment, except as 
specifically designated for public use. 


7. Penalties and other laws. 


Nothing in these rules shall be construed to abrogate any other 
Federal laws or regulations or any State and local laws and 
regulations applicable to any area in which property under the 
charge and control of the PTO through the U.S. General Ser- 
vices Administration is situated. See 40 U.S.C. §§ 318(c) and 
486(c). 


41 CFR § 101-20.315 provides that whoever is found guilty of 
violating the rules of conduct on Federal property contained in 
41 CFR § 101-20.3 while on any property under the charge and 
control of the U.S. General Services Administration is subject to 
a fine of not more than $50, imprisonment of not more than 30 
days, or both. See 40 U.S.C. § 318c. 


Failure to follow these rules may result in immediate 
removal from the premises, suspensien of user privileges, 
and/or enforcement of any criminal sanctions that may ap- 


ply. 


Aug. 30, 1991 THERSA A. BRELSFORD 
Assistant Commissioner for 


Administration 
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Interlocutory Decisions by the 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 


(182) 


Only final decisions of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 
are subject to judicial review. Some confusion may exsist in inter 
partes trademark proceedings as to whether certain decisions of 
the Board are "final" fort purpose of judicial review. 

An example where confusion may arise is a case in which (1) 
an opposition is filed, (2) applicant counterclaims for cancella- 
tion of a registration relied upon by an opposer, and (3) the Board 
renders a dicision (generally on summary judgment) on the 
opposition, but sets the counterclaim for trial. Under these 
circumstances, there is no final order of the Board, because a 
decision has not been entered on the counterclaim. 

The party losing the opposition may feel compelled to seek 
judicial review within two months of the Board's decision to 
“prserve" its rights. But such an appeal appears to be premature 
underCopeland's Enterprises, Inc. v. CNV, Inc. 887 F.2d 1065, 
12 USPQ2d 1563 (fed. Cir. 1989) (in banc). Copeland's is not 
the only appeal which has been dismissed because it was taken 
from an interlocutory decision of the Board. See Cortex Corpo- 
ration v. W.L. Gore & Associates, Inc.., No. 91-1016 (Fed. Cir. 
January 14, 1991)(unpublished), and Kellogg Co. v. Pack'em 
Enterprises, Inc., No. 90-1336 (Fed. Cir. Sept. 27, 1990)(unpub- 
lished). 

In an effort to (1) minimize disruption in proceeding pending 
before the Board, (2) eliminate unnecessary appeals and filing of 
civil actions, only to have the appeal or civil action dismissed as 
premature, and (3) provide some certainty to partiesand thier 
attorneys as to when an appeal is timely, the Board will, when 
resolving a mer\its issue prior to final judgement, generally 
indicate that it has entered an "interlocutory" order in the 
proceeding and further set the time for seeking judicial review of 
the “interlocutory” order to expire two months from the date a 
final order is entered in the proceeding. 

Jan. 22, 1991 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr 
Assistant t Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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(183) Patent and Trademark Office 


Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 


New Title for Members of 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board 


The Chairman and Members of the Trademark Trial and 
Appeal Board have been authorized to use the respective titles 
Chief Administrative Trademark Judge and Administrative 
Trademark Judge for signing all correspondence and decisions, 
and for other business-related activities. 

The respective titles of Chairman and Member will continue 
to be the official titles for personnel, budget and fiscal pur- 
poses. 

Oct. 15, 1993 BRUCE A. LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
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Patent and Trademark Office 
37 CFR Part 10 
Cross Appeals in Patent and Trademark 
Office Disciplinary Proceedings 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce. 

Action: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) proposes to 
amend its rules of practice in practitioner disciplinary proceed- 
ings. The proposed rule change provides for a time period for a 
party to a disciplinary proceeding to file a cross-appeal, after the 
other party (the respondent or the Director of the Office of 
Enrollment and Discipline) to the proceeding has appealed from 
an initial decision of the administrative law judge to the Commis- 
sioner. Currently, PTO rules do not provide for a time period for 
filing a cross-appeal in a disciplinary case. A party in a disciplin- 
ary case may be interested in appealing only if the other party has 
appealed. Allowing a time period for filing a cross-appeal will 
give parties to disciplinary cases more flexibility after an initial 
decision by the administrative law judge. A party need not file a 
contingent appeal simply to preserve rights in the event the other 
party files an appeal. 

Dates: Written comments must be received on or before Aug. 20, 
1993 to ensure consideration. An oral hearing will not be con- 
ducted. 

Addresses: Address written comments to Box 8, Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks, Washington, D.C. 20231, marked to 
the attention of Fred E. McKelvey, Solicitor. Written comments 
will be available for public inspection in suite 918, on the 9th 
floor of Crystal Park II, located at 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington, 
Va. 

For Further Information Contact: Fred E. McKelvey by tele- 
phone at (703) 305-9035 or by mail marked to his attention and 
addressed to Box 8, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: Pursuant to 37 CFR § 10.132 et seq., 
the Director of the Office of Enrollment and Discipline within the 
PTO may initiate a disciplinary proceeding against a practitio- 
ner. If the proceeding is contested by the practitioner and the 
Director continues to prosecute, an administrative law judge for 
the Department of Commerce enters an initial decision which 
includes findings of fact, conclusions of law and an order. 37 
CFR §10.154. 

Either party to the proceeding may appeal from the initial 
decision of the administrative law judge to the Commissioner 
with in thirty (30) days of the date of the decision. 37 CFR 
§10.155(a). However, §10.155(a) does not currently address the 
filing of a cross-appeal. That is, no period of time is specified for 
the non-appealing party to file a cross-appeal. 

With regard to interference proceedings, 37 CFR §1.304(a) 
addresses the filing of cross-appeals by stating in pertinent part 
that: 

the time for filing a cross-appeal [to the Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit] or cross-action [in a 
district court] expires (1) 14 days after service of the 
notice of appeal or the summons and complaint or (2) 
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two months after the date of decision of the Board of 
Patent Appeals and Interferences, whichever is later. 


The proposed rule change is similiar to the cross-appeal autho- 
rized in interference proceedins. 


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 


The proposed rule change is in conformity with the require- 
ments of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
Executive Orders 12291 and 12612 and the Paperwork Reduc- 
tion Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. 

The General Counsel of the Department of Commerce has 
certified to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy, Small Business 
Administration, that the proposed rule change will not have a 
significant economic impact on a substantial number of 
small entities (Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 605(b)). 
The principle impact of the proposed change is to provide a 
time period to file a cross-appeal in a PTO disciplinary proceed- 
ing. 

The PTO has determined that the proposed rule change is not 
a major rule under Executive Order 12291. The annual effect on 
the economy will be less than $100 million. There will be no 
major increase in costs or prices for consumers; individuals; 
industries; Federal, state or local government agencies; or geo- 
graphic regions. There will be no significant effects on compe- 
tition, employment, investment, productivity, innovation, or on 
the ability of the United States-based enterprises to compete with 
foreign-based enterprises in domestic or export markets. 

The PTO has also determined that this notice has no federalism 
implications affecting the relationship between the National 
Government and the States as outlined in Executive Order 
12612. 

The proposed rule change will not impose a burden under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1980, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq., since 
no record keeping or reporting requirements within the coverage 
of the Act are placed upon the public. 


List of Subjects in 35 CFR Part 10 
Administrative practice and procedure, Inventions and pat- 
ents, Lawyers, Reporting and record keeping requirements. 


For the reasons set out in the preamble, and pursuant to the 
authority contained in 35 U.S.C. 6, the PTO proposes to amend 
37 CFR part 10 as follows, wherein deletions are indicated by 
brackets ({]) and additions by arrows (><): 

PART 10-REPRESENTATION OF OTHERS BEFORE THE 
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


1. The authority citation for 37 CFR part 10 would continue to 
read as follows: 

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 500; 15 U.S.C. 1123; 35 U.S.C. 6, 31, 32, 
41. 


2. Section 10.155 is proposed to be amended by revising 
paragraph (a) to read as follows: 


§10.155 Appeal to the Commissioner. 


(a) Within thirty (30) days from the date of the initial decision 
of the administrative law judge under §10.154, either party may 
appeal to the Commissioner. >If an appeal is taken, the time for 
filing a cross-appeal expires (1) 14 days after service of the 
appeal or (2) 30 days after the date of the initial decision of the 
administrative law judge, whichever is later.<@ An appeal P>or 
cross-appeal<@ by the respondent will be filed with the Director 
in duplicate and will include exceptions to the decisions of the 
administrative law judge and supporting reasons for those ex- 
ceptions. If the Director files the appeal P>or cross-appeal, the 
Director shall serve a copy of the appeal por cross-appeal<. 
Within thirty (30) days after receipt of an appeal >, cross- 
appeal<@ or copy thereof, the other party may file a reply brief, 
in duplicate with the Director. If the Director files the reply brief, 
the Director shall serve a copy of the reply brief. Upon the filin 
of an appeal >, cross-appeal, if any,<@ and [a] reply brietp>s<d 
if any, the Director shall transmit the entire record to the Com- 
missioner. 


eee 
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MICHAEL K. KIRK 

Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks 
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July 15, 1993 


(185) Request for Information to Aid in the 
Implementation of the Recordation Requirements 


of Section 8 of the Fastener Quality Act 
Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 


Action: Notice; Request for Information 

Summary: The Patent and Trademark Office(PTO) is seeking 
information concerning alphanumeric designations currently in 
use by manufacturers or distributors of industrial fasteners. 
These alphanumeric designations may be used to signify the 
physical characteristics, strength, chemical content, size or other 
information about the fastener upon which they appear or they 
may be used as common law trademarks to identify and distin- 
guish the manufacturer or distributor of such fasteners. The PTO 
needs information concerning these alphanumeric designations 
in order to administer the proposed fastener recordal system 
published on Aug. 17, 1992, at 57 F.R. 37060, 37061 to imple- 
ment the requirements of Section 8 of the Fastener Quality Act, 
Public Law 101-592. Therefore, the PTO is requesting from 
fastener industry associations, standards bodies, or individual 
manufacturers or distributors, any general or specific informa- 
tion available concerning alphanumeric designations currently 
in use within the industry, whether as unregistered trade- 
marks, as marks required by a standard, or for any other pur- 
pose. 


Date: Comments should be submitted on or before Sept. 27,1993. 
Comments received after this date will be considered if possible. 


Addresses: All comments concerning alphanumeric designa- 
tions should be addressed to Lynne G. Beresford, Trademark 
Legal Administrator, Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231, telephone number (703) 305-9464. 


For Further Information Contact: Lynne G. Beresford, Trade- 
mark Legal Administrator, (703) 305-9464. 


Supplementary Information: In 1990, Congress enacted the 
Fastener Quality Act, Public Law 101-592 (the Act) to protect 
public safety, deter introduction of non-conforming fasteners 
into commerce, improve the tracing of fasteners used in critical 
applications, and provide customers with greater assurance that 
fasteners meet stated specifications. The Act requires that certain 
fasteners sold in commerce conform to the specifications to 
which they are represented to be manufactured; provides for 
accreditation of laboratories engaged in fastener testing; and 
requires the inspection, testing and certification (in accordance 
with standardized methods) of fasteners covered by the Act. 

Section 8 of the Act prohibits offering fasteners for sale that 
are required by an applicable standard or specification to bear a 
raised or depressed insignia identifying the manufacturer or 
private label distributor unless such manufacturer or distributor 
has complied with the requirements of a program of the Secretary 
of Commerce for the recordation of such insignia in order to 
ensure that the fasteners can be traced to the manufacturer or 
distributor. 

The program for recordation of fastener insignias, established 
by the Secretary of Commerce and administered by the Patent 
and Trademark Office, will allow the owner of a mark, which is 
the subject of a duly filed trademark application or registration, 
to apply for recordal of that mark as its fastener insignia. How- 
ever, if the manufacturer or private label distributor does not 
wish to use a trademark as its fastener insignia, it will be 
permitted to apply for a unique alphanumeric designation for 
that purpose. 

The PTO wants to ensure that it does not inadvertently issue an 
alphanumeric designation that is either already in use by a 
manufacturer or distributor as its identifying insignia, or a desig- 
nation already in use by the industry to signify the physical 
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characteristics, strength, chemical content, size or other informa- 
tion about the fastener. For that reason, the PTO is requesting 
from fastener industry associations, standards bodies, or indi- 
vidual manufacturers or distributors, any general or specific 
information availabie concerning alphanumeric designations 
currently in use within the industry, whether as unregistered 
trademarks, as marks required by a standard, or for any other 
purpose. The PTO does not need information concerning spe- 
cific registered alphanumeric trademarks, as that information is 
readily available from the PTO’s database. 
(Authority: 15 USC 5407) 
July 15, 1993 MICHAEL K. KIRK 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 
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(186) Department of Commerce 


Patent and Trademark Office 


Request for Comments on Intellectual Property Issues 
Involved in the National Information Infrastructure 
Initiative 


Agency: Patent and Trademark Office, Commerce 

Action: Notice of hearing and request for public comments 
Summary: The Working Group on Intellectual Property of the 
Information Policy Committee of the National Information In- 
frastructure (NII) Task Force is developing proposals for pro- 
tecting works disseminated via the National Information Infra- 
structure from unauthorized use. To ensure that the Working 
Group’s proposals are based on the views of alli interested 
parties, the Working Group will hold a hearing on the intellectual 
property issues involved in the National Information Infrastruc- 
ture initiative. Written comments may also be submitted. 
Dates: The public hearing will be held on Nov. 18, 1993, from 
9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Requests to attend the hearing or to present 
oral testimony at the hearing should be received on or before 
Nov. 8, 1993. Written comments of those persens offering 
testimony at the hearing that are related to the testimony should 
be submitted on or before Nov. 8, 1993. All other written 
comments are due on or before Dec. 10, 1993. 

Address: The hearing will be held in Marriott’s Crystal Forum, a 
part of the Crystal City Marriott Hotel located in the Under- 
ground, 1999 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington Va., Written 
comments and requests to present oral testimony should be 
submitted to the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office, Box 4, Washington, D.C. 20231, 
marked to the attention of Terri A. Southwick, Attorney-Advi- 
sor, Office of Legislation and International Affairs. Written 
comments and a transcript of the hearing will be made available 
for public inspection in Room 902 of Crystal Park Two, 2121 
Crystal Drive, Arlington, Va. 

For Further Information Contact: Terri A. Southwick by tele- 
phone at (703) 305-9300 or by telefax at (703) 305-8885 or by 
mail marked to her attention and addressed to the Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, 
Box 4, Washington, D.C. 20231. 

Supplementary Information: The National Information Infra- 
structure is a system of high-speed telecommunications net- 
works, databases, and advanced computer systems that will 
make electronic information and entertainment products more 
widely available and accessible to the public than ever before. 
This increased availability and accessibility will dramatically 
affect the way information and entertainment products are cre- 
ated, marketed and delivered throughout the world. Conse- 
quently, the commercial viability of the NII hinges not only upon 
effectively promoting and encouraging use of the NII by all types 
of users, but also on implementing standards and policies for the 
Nii in a manner that assures that the owners of products dissemi- 
nated through the NII retain sufficient control over these prod- 
ucts to prevent unauthorized use. In this regard, it is essential that 
the public and private sectors collaborate to ensure that the 
interests of owners and users of intellectual property are ad- 


equately considered in any standards and policies that are estab- 
lished. 
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On Feb. 22, 1993, the President announced his plan to create 
a White House Information Infrastructure Task Force (IITF) to 
work with Congress and the private sector to develop compre- 
hensive telecommunications and information policies aimed at 
articulating and implementing the Administrations’s vision for 
the NII. The IITF is chaired by the Secretary of Commerce and 
consists of three committees—the Telecommunications Policy 
Committee, the Information Policy Committee, and the Applica- 
tions Committee. Within the Information Policy Committee 
there are three working groups—The Working Group on Intel- 
lectual Property Rights, the Working Group on Privacy, and the 
Working Group on Federal Information. 

The Working Group on Intellectual Property Rights, which is 
chaired by the Assistant Secretary of Commerce and Commis- 
sioner of Patents and Trademarks, was established to resolve 
issues of concern to copyright and other intellectual property 
owners regarding the distribution of their works via the NII. The 
Working Group’s mission is to help develop the NII in a manner 
that will ensure the integrity of intellectual property rights, make 
the wealth of information and entertainment products more 
widely available and accessible than ever before, and provide 
economic incentives to intellectual property rights owners so 
that they will make their products available through the NII. 

The Working Group solicits testimony and written comments 
addressing one or more of the following issues: 

T™Is the existing copyright law adequate to protect the rights of 
those who will make their works available via the NII? What 
statutory or regulatory changes, if any, should be made? 

T™Do the existing fair use provisions of the copyright law 
adequately accommodate the interests of users of the works 
available via the NII? What statutory or regulatory changes, if 
any, should be made? 

™Should standards or other requirements be adopted for the 
labeling or encoding of works available via the NII so that 
copyright owners and users can identify copyrighted works and 
the conditions for their use? 

TShould standards be established to encourage or require the 
intercommunication or exchange of information and the 
interoperability of the different types of computer software and 
systems supporting or utilizin;; the NII? 

™Should a licensing systein be developed for certain uses of 
any or all works available via the NII? If so, should there be a 
single type of licensing or should the NII support a multiplicity 
of licensing systems? 

™ Are their technical means for preventing unauthorized repro- 
duction or other unauthorized uses of copyrighted works that 
should be mandated or required to comply with certain standards 
(similar to the serial copying controls required in digital audio 
recording devices and digital audio interface devices under the 
Audio Home Recording Act od 1992)? 

™ What types of educational programs might be developed to 
increase public awareness of intellectual property laws, their 
importance to the economy, and their application to works 
available via the NII? 

The public is invited to submit written comments, and any 
appropriate supporting material, on the issues set forth above or 
any related issues. Those submitting comments must include 
their name and or professional affiliation. 

Oct. 13, 1993 BRUCE A LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademark 
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(187) Iraqi Sanctions Regulations 

On Jan. 18, 1991, the Department of the Treasury, Office of 
Foreign Assets Control (OFAC), published the Iraqi Sanctions 
Regulations (Regulations) (31 CFR Part 575). 56 Fed. Reg. 
2112. The regulations implement Executive Orders 12722 (Aug. 
2, 1990) and 12724(Aug. 9, 1990) relating to certain property 
and transactions in which the Government of Iraq and persons in 
Iraq may have an interest. 

It appears that the provisions of the Executive Orders and 
Regulations prohibit tr nsactions relating to the filing or pros- 
ecution of applications for patents or for registration of trade- 
marks, where an Iraqi interest is involved. The prohibited trans- 
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actions, however, may be authorized by a specific license issued 
pursuant to the proceedures described in Section 575.801 of 
Subpart H of the Regulations. 

This notice is intended to alert practitioners and applicants to 
the prohibitions which may apply to matters before the Patent 
and Trademark Office, (PTO) if Iraqi interests are involved. this 
notice is further intended to advise that where such interests or 
potential interests come to the attention of the PTO, an appropri- 
ate specific license from OFAC may be required 
Jan. 29, 1991 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 

Commissioner of Patents 
and Trademarks 


{1123 TMOG 36} 


(188) Notice Regarding Patent and Trademark Rights 


in the Russian Federation 


Representatives of the Russian Federation met with represen- 
tatives of the U.S. Government on Monday, February 24, 1992, 
at the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office. The Russian delegation 
sought information about the operation of the-U.S. patent and 
trademark systems and provided information about the treat- 
ment of inventions, industrial designs, utility models, trade- 
marks, service marks, and appellations of origin in the Russian 
Federation. 

Following is the text of a statement from the Chairman of the 
Committee for Patents and Trademarks (ROSPATENT), outlin- 
ing the status of industrial property protection in the Russian 
Federation and the plans for the future. 


INFORMATION 
by the Committee for Patents and Trademarks 


Due to the fact that the draft laws on patents and on trademarks 
were approved in the first hearing by the Supreme Soviet of 
the Russian Federation and taking into account numerous 
questions of domestic inventors, foreign patent offices 
and patent attorneys, the Committee for Patents and Trademarks 
(Rospatent) of the Ministry of Science, Higher School 
and Technical Policy of the Russian Federation hereby informs 
that: 

1. Until the Patent Law and Trademark Law become effective, 
the provisions of the USSR Laws on Inventions, Industrial 
Designs and Trademarks, that are adopted as the normative 
base by the States party to the Provisional Agreement on 
the Industrial Property Protection, as signed in Minsk on Dec. 27, 
1991, are applied in the territory of the Russian Federation. 

According to the Provisional Agreement, the Russian Federa- 
tion, as well as the other States party to it, recognizes the validity 
of titles of protection issued earlier pursuant to the USSR Laws 
in the territory of the Russian Federation. 

Rospatent has submitted to the Government of the 
Russian Federation its proposals on issuing a normative act 
which is to certify the adoption by the Russian Federation of the 
said obligations arising out of the Provisional Agreement. 

2. The applicants, who have filed applications for inventions, 
industrial designs and trademarks with the former USSR 
Gospatent, may, without losing the priority dates, wait until the 
Provisional Agreement on the Industrial Property Protection 
becomes effective, the Interstate Patent Office is established and 
its working procedures for issuing interstate titles of protection 
are elaborated. 

3. In accordance with the abovesaid proposals by Rospatent, 
as submitted to the Government of the Russian Federation, any 
applicant wishing to obtain a patent (a trademark certificate) of 
the Russian Federation will be given the right to seek, on the basis 
of an application filed, for provisional protection in the territory 
of the Russian Federation. 

Such provisional protection will be granted to inventions, 
industrial designs and trademarks claimed in the applications in 
respect of which the examiners have taken decisions on the 
possibility of issuing patents (certificates), and will last from the 
date when the data on an application are published in a special 
gazette to the date of issuance of a patent (certificate) of the 
Russian Federation. 
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The provisional protection in the territory of the Russian 
Federation will not impose legal barriers to obtaining, by the 
applicant, an interstate patent (certificate) after the Provisional 
Agreement on the Industrial Property Protection becomes 
effective. The priority date will still be considered as the date of 
filing the application either with the former USSR Gospatent or 
with Rospatent, with due regard to the conventional priority. 

4. According to the Provisional Agreement on the 
Industrial Property Protection signed on Dec. 27, 1991, an 
inventor's certificate issued in the former USSR may not be 
exchanged for patents of the individual States party to the 
Provisional Agreement. The question of exchanging inventor’s 
certificates for interstate patents will be finally resolved in the 
course of developing and concluding an Interstate Convention. 

In this connection, Rospatent does not exchange inventors’ 
certificates for patents if a petition to this extent was filed after 
Dec. 27, 1991. 


V. Rassokhin 
Chairman of Rospatent 


Copies of unofficial translations of the draft laws referred to in 
the statement are available from Box 4, U.S. Patent and Trade- 
mark Office, Washington, DC 20231. the charge is $4.00 to 
cover the cost of duplication. Checks should be made payable to 
the Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks. 

March 2, 1992 HARRY F. MANBECK, Jr. 
Assistant Secretary and Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks 


[1136 TMOG 216} 


(189) Regarding Industrial Property Protection in Ukraine 


The following announcement of Ukraine was furnished by the 
World Intellectual Property Organization of Geneva, Switzer- 
land. 


ANNOUNCEMENT ON THE PROVISIONAL 

REGULATION CONCERNING THE LEGAL 

PROTECTION OF INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY 
IN UKRAINE 


The President of Ukraine, by his Decree of Sept. 18, 1992, 
approved the Provisional Regulation on Legal Protection of 
Objects of Industrial Property and Rationalization Proposals in 
Ukraine (“Regulation”). The Regulation entered into force on 
Sept. 18, 1992. 

The situation of industrial property protection in Ukraine, as 
resulting in particular from the transitional provisions of the 
Regulation, is summarized below. 


I. The Transitional Provisions Concerning Priority and, in 
Respect of Applications for Patents of Inventions, the 
Carrying Out of Examination 


(1) Any priority claimed within six months from the entry 
into force of the Regulation, i.e. until Mar. 18, 1993, on the basis 
of the first filing in a State party to the Paris Convention for the 
Protection of Industrial Property, will be recognized even if it is 
claimed after twelve months from the first filing in the case of 
patents for inventions, or six months from the first filing in the 
case of industrial designs or trademarks, provided that it is 
claimed not later than twenty-seven months from the first filing 
in the case of patents for inventions, or not later than twenty-one 
months from the first filing in the case of industrial designs and 
trademarks. 

(2) The applicant or any other person may submit to 
the State Patent Office of Ukraine within five years from 
the filing date a request for the substantive examination of 
an application for a patent for invention. The request must 
be accompanied by a search report established by an Interna- 
tional Searching Authority under the Patent Cooperation 
Treaty (PCT) or an organization registered with the State Patent 
Office of Ukraine as a Searching Authority, or by evidence 
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that an action to grant a patent has been taken by a Patent 
Office which has a substantive examination system for granting 


patents. 


Il. Applications for Industrial Property Rights Filed with the 
Patent Office of the Soviet Union 


(3) An applicant of an application for a patent for invention, 
for an inventor's certificate, for an industrial design patent or 
certificate or for a trademark certificate filed with the Patent 
Office of the Soviet Union may request the State Patent Office 
of Ukraine within six months from the date of entry into force of 
the Regulation, i.e., until Mar. 18, 1993, that the said application 
be further processed according to the Regulation. The request 
must be accompanied by a copy of said application, including a 
copy of the request showing the filing date as sent back by the 
Patent office of the Soviet Union to the applicant, and by any 
available evidence showing that the said application still had 
effect on Dec. 24, 1991. The filing date and any priority date of 
the said application will be maintained. 


III. Industrial Property Rights Granted by the Patent Office 
of the Soviet Union 


(4) Patents for inventions, industrial design patents and trade- 
mark certificates granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet Union 
prior to Dec. 25, 1991, will, after their registration by the State 
Patent Office of Ukraine at the request of the owner and upon 
furnishing of a document for payment of the prescribed fee (see 
paragraph (11), below), be considered as having the same effects 
for the remaining period of their validity as a patent for invention, 
industrial design patent or trademark certificate granted in accor- 
dance with the Regulation by the State Patent Office of Ukraine. 
The duration of the said validity is 20 years from the filing date 
of the application in the case of a patent for invention, 15 years 
from the filing date of the application in the case of an industrial 
design patent and, in the case of a trademark certificate, 10 years 
from the filing date of the application (if the period of validity of 
the certificate had not yet been extended by Dec. 24, 1991) or 
from the date of the request for extension of the period of validity 
(if the period of validity of the certificate had already been 
extended by Dec. 24, 1991). The request must be filed within six 
months from the date of entry into force of the Regulation, i.e., 
until Mar. 18, 1993, and must be accompanied by a copy of the 
patent or certificate granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union. 

(5) As regards inventors’ certificates and industrial design 
certificates granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet Union in 
relation to which a 20-year term in the case of inventions, or a 15- 
year term in the case of industrial designs, both counted from the 
filing date of the application, has not expired before the entry into 
force of the Regulation, i.e., prior to Sept. 18, 1992, the State 
Patent Office of Ukraine will grant, at the request of the inventor 
(inventors) and with the consent of the applicant, a Ukrainian 
patent to the inventor himself, or to any other physical or legal 
person, with their consent, indicated in the request, or to the 
Ukrainian Inventions Foundation. In the case of inventions, if the 
said request is not made within the period of one year after the 
entry into force of the Regulation, i.e., until Sept. 18, 1993, 
inventors’ certificates granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union shall be exchanged for Ukrainian patents granted to the 
Ukrainian Inventions Foundation. Any Ukrainian patent to which 
this paragraph applies will be valid until the expiration of 20 
years from the filing date of the application in the case of 
inventions, and 10 years from the filing date of the application, 
with an opportunity of subsequent extension, upon request of the 
owner, but not longer than for another 5-year period in the case 
of industrial designs. 


IV. Effects in Ukraine of International Applications under 
the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 


(6)(a) On Sept. 21, 1992, Ukraine deposited a declaration of 
continuation the effect of which is that the Patent Cooperation 
Treaty (PCT) is ied by Ukraine. Nationals and residents of 
Ukraine can therefore file international applications, and Ukraine 
can be designated and elected in international applications filed, 
from that date. 

(b) On Sept. 29, 1992, the Assembly of the PCT Union 
adopted, with effect on Oct. 1, 1992, new Rules 32.1 and 32.2 in 
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the Regulations under the PCT, concerning the extension of 
international applications to certain successor States. 

(c) For the purpose of determining the status of interna- 
tional applications with respect to Ukraine, one has to distinguish 
between 

(i) international applications designating the Soviet 
Union which were filed prior to Dec. 25, 1991 
(see (d), below); 

(ii) international applications—irrespective of the 
designations, they contain—which were filed 
between Dec. 25, 1991, and Nov. 23, 1992 (see 
(e) to (g), below); 

(iii) international applications designating Ukraine 

filed on or after Sept. 21, 1992 (see (h), below). 

(d) As regards any international application whose inter- 
national filing date is prior to Dec. 25, 1, and in which the 
Soviet Union has been designated, the “national filing effect” of 
any such application under Article 11(4) of the PCT will, pursu- 
ant to the it by Ukraine of its declaration of continuation, 
be recognized in Ukraine (provided that the international 
application has not lost its effect in the Soviet Union by 
Dec. 24, 1991). The conditions under which any such interna- 
tional application, or any patent or inventor’s certificate 
resulting from and granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union, may continue to have effect in Ukraine are the follow- 
ing: 

. (i) ifa nt for invention or an inventor's certificate 
n granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union on the basis of the international application, 
the conditions described in. paragraphs (4) and (5), 
above, are applicable; 
(ii) if the icant has entered the national phase 
before the Patent Office of the Soviet Union but a 
patent for invention or an inventor's certificate had 
not been granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union without the application having been rejected 
7 _ Office, the applicant must, until Mar. 18, 
—furnish to the State Patent Office of Ukraine a 
copy of the Russian translation submitted to the 
Patent Office of the Soviet Union and any avail- 
able evidence showing that the application still 
had effect on Dec. 24, 1991, 
—file the request referred to in para; (3), 
—_ with the State Patent Office of Ukraine, 
an 
—furnish to the State Patent Office of Ukraine a 
document for payment of the prescribed fee (see 
11, below); 

(iii) if the applicant has not entered the national phase 

before the Patent Office of the Soviet Union and the 

time limit for entering the national phase before that 

Office had not expired on Dec. 24, 1991, the applicant 

must, until Mar. 18, 1993, furnish to the State Patent 

Office of Ukraine a translation of the international 

application into Ukrainian or Russian and a document 

for payment of the prescribed fee (see paragraph 11, 

below). 

(e) As regards any international application whose filing 
date is later than Dec. 24, 1991, and earlier than Nov. 24, 1992', 
its effects may be extended io Ukraine (irrespective of the 
designations it contains) through the performance by the appli- 
cant of the following acts: 

‘With the exception of any such international application whose 
international filing date is later than Sept. 21, 1992, and in which Ukraine 
has been designated under Rule 4.9(a) of the Regulations under the PCT: 
in such a case, the procedure described in (e) to (g) is not applicable, and 
the procedure described in (h) is applicable. It should be noted that only 
those international applications filed on or after Sept. 21, 1992, can 
specifically designate Ukraine. 

(i) filing with the International Bureau of the World 

Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) a request 

for extension; 

(ii) paying to the International Bureau of WIPO an 

extension fee of 185 Swiss francs, payable in Swiss 

francs. 

(f) The applicant in respect of each and every international 
application referred to in (e), above, or his agent or common 
representative if there is one, will receive a written notification 
from the International Bureau of WIPO calling his attention to 
the fact that he can, by filing a written requests for extension, 
extend the effects of the international application to Ukraine. The 
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notification will, in particular, specify the modes of payment of 
the extension fee of 185 Swiss francs. the request for extension 
must contain the identification of the international application by 
its international application number. A form which may be used 
for the purpose of requesting the extension to Ukraine will be 
attached to the notification. The request for extension must be in 
English or French, and may be sent by telefax or telex. The 
request for extension and the corresponding payment must 
reach the International Bureau of WIPO before the expiration of 
three months from the date of the notification sent by the 
International Bureau of WIPO; if either the request or the fee is 
received later, the request will be refused. It is recommended that 
applicants await the notification from the International Bureau of 
WIPO and use the form attached to it, but requests and payments 
may be made without waiting for the notification from the 
International Bureau of WIPO. 

(g) If the conditions described in (e) and (f), above, are 
fulfilled, Ukraine will be considered as having been designated 
in the international application on its international filing date. For 
entering the national phase before the State Patent Office of 
Ukraine, the applicant must furnish to that Office a translation of 
the international application into Ukranian or Russian and a 
document for payment of the prescribed fee (see paragraph 11, 
below) until Dec. 31, 1993, or within the following time limit if 
that time limit expires after Dec. 31, 1993: 

(i) before the expiration of 21 months from the priority 
date if Ukraine is not elected under Chapter II of the PCT 
within 19 months from the priority date; 

(ii) before the expiration of 31 months from the priority 
date if Ukraine is elected under Chapter II of the PCT 
within 19 months from the priority date. 

(h) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is later than Sept. 20, 1992, and in which 
Ukraine has been designated, the applicant, in order to enter the 
national phase before the State Patent Office of Ukraine, must 
furnish to that Office a translation of the international application 
into Ukrainian or Russian and a document for payment of the 
prescribed fee (see paragraph | 1 , below) to that Office within the 
following time limit: 

(1) before the expiration of 21 months from the priority 
date if Ukraine is not elected under Chapter II of the PCT 
within 19 months from the priority date; 
(ii) before the expiration of 31 months from the priority 
date if Ukraine is not elected under Chapter II of the PCT 
within 19 months from the priority date. 


V. Effects in Ukraine of Internationa! Registrations under 
the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International Reg- 
istration of Marks 


(7)(a) On Sept. 21, 1992, Ukraine deposited a declaration of 
continuation the effect of which is that the Madrid Agreement 
Concerning the International Registration of Marks is applied by 
Ukraine. 

(b) On Sept. 29, 1992, the Assembly of Madrid Union 
adopted, with effect on Oct. 1, 1992, a new Rule 38 in the 
Regulations under the Madrid agreement, concerning the effect 
of international registrations in certain successor States. 

(c) Pursuant to the deposit of the declaration of continuation 
and to the decision of the Assembly, certain international 
registrations may have effect in Ukraine subject to the conditions 
described below. Those international registrations are those 
which have territorial extension to the Soviet Union effective 
from a date prior to Dec. 25, 1991. 

(d) The conditions referred to above are the following: 

(i) the filing with the International Bureau of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) of a 
request; 

(ii) the payment to the International Bureau of WIPO 
of a fee, the amount which is 62 Swiss francs per 
international registration. 

(e) The owner of each and every international registration 
concerned, or his representative (if the owner has a representa- 
tive whose name appears in the International Register), 
will receive a written notice from the International Bureau of 
WIPO calling his attention to the fact that he can, by filing 
a written request, continue the effect of the international 
registration to Ukraine. The notice will, in particular, specify 
the modes of payment of the fee. The request must contain 
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the identification of the international registration concerned 
by its international registration number. A form (in French) 
will be attached to the notice and may be used. The request 
must be in English or French, and may be sent by telefax or 
telex. The request and the corresponding payment must reach the 
International Bureau of WIPO before the expiration of six 
months from the date of the notice sent by the International 
bureau of WIPO; if either the request or the fee is received later, 
the request will be refused. Requests and payments may be made 
without waiting for the notice of the International Bureau of 
WIPO. 

(f) If the conditions described above are fulfilled, the 
international registration concerned will, with respect to Ukraine, 
have effect as from the effective date of the territorial extension 
to the Soviet Union and benefit from any priority validly claimed 
in regard to such extension. 

(g) For each international registration which has no territo- 
rial extension to the Soviet Union or whose international regis- 
tration date is later than Dec. 24, 1991, protection in Ukraine can 
only be obtained by filing, through the intermediary of the 
national Office of the country of the owner, a request for 
territorial extension under Rule 20 of the Regulations under the 
Madrid Agreement. it is to be noted that requests for territorial 
extension to Ukraine are possible at present. 


VI. Prior User Right 


(8) Enterprises, organizations and institutions which have 
already started to use inventions or industrial designs for which 
protection can be obtained according to paragraph (5), above, 
prior to the entry into force of the Regulation, i.e., prior to Sept. 
18, 1992, will have the right to a continued use of such inventions 
and industrial designs, but without increasing the volume of their 
utilization. 


VII. New Applications 


(9) From the date of entry into force of the Regulation, i.e. from 
Sept. 18, 1992, onward, applications for patents for inventions, 
for industrial design patents and for trademark certificates can be 
filed with the State Patent Office of Ukraine. The request as a part 
of the application must be filed in Ukrainian and be accompanied 
on the filing date by the prescribed fees. Other parts of the 
application may be presented in Ukrainian or Russian. they may 
also be presented in English, French or German, provided that 
a translation into Ukrainian is presented upon request of the state 
Patent Office of Ukraine 


VIII. Procedural Provisions 


(10) If an applicant does not have his ordinary residence or 
principal place of business in Ukraine, he must authorize a 
representative in Ukraine, and all applications and requests 
referred to in the present announcement must be filed through the 
intermediary of such a representative. The list of the persons who 
can act as representatives is available at the State Patent Office of 
Ukraine. 

(11) The amounts of the fees which are referred to as “pre- 
scribed fees” in the present announcement as well as the kind of 
document which constitutes a “document for payment of the 
prescribed fee” will be published in a separate announce- 
ment. 


IX. Address of the Patent Office 


State Patent Office of Ukraine 
4, Karl Leibknecht Street 
252008 Kiev 

Ukraine 

Tel.: (7044) 293-2188 

Fax.: (7044) 268-2588 


DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Acting Assistant Secretary and 
Acting Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks 


[1146 TMOG 680] 
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(190) Regarding Industrial Property Protection in 
the Czech Republic and the Slovak Republic 


The following announcements concerning industrial property 
protection in the Czech Republic and the Slovak Republic were 
furnished by the World Intellectual Property Organization 
(WIPO). 


Announcement on the Protection of Industrial Property 
in the Czech Republic 


In view of the fact that Czechoslovakia ceased to exist on Dec. 
31, 1992, and that the Czech Republic and the Slovak Republic 
became independent States on Jan. 1, 1993, the situation of 
industrial property protection in the Czech Republic is summa- 
rized below. 


I. Legal Basis 


(1) The respective legal acts on the protection of industrial 
property of Czechoslovakia remain applicable in the Czech 
Republic. 


II. Applications for Industrial Property Rights Filed with the 
Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslovakia and Industrial 
Property Rights Granted by that Office, 


(2) Applications for industrial property rights filed with the 
Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslovakia and industrial 
property rights granted by that Office maintain their legal effect 
in both the Czech Republic and the Slovak Republic, it being 
understood that the next fees which are to be paid must be paid, 
for protection in both the Czech Republic and the Slovak Repub- 
lic, to both the Industrial Property Office of the Czech Republic 
and the Industriak Property Office of the Slovak Republic. 


III. International Treaties 


(3) The Czech Republic has deposited, with effect on Jan. 1, 
1993, a declaration the effect of which is that all those treaties 
administered by WIPO to which Czechoslovakia was party 
continue to be applicable as far as the Czech Republic is con- 
cerned. Those treaties are: the Convention Establishing the 
World Intellectual Property Organization, the Paris Convention 
for the Protection of Industrial Property, the Madrid Agreement 
for the Repression of False or Deceptive Indications of Source on 
Goods, the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International 
Registration of Marks, the Nice Agreement Concerning the 
International Classification of Goods and Services for the Pur- 
poses of the Registration of Marks, the Lisbon Agreement for the 
Protection of Appellations of Origin and their International 
Registration, the Locarno Agreement Establishing an Interna- 
tional Classification for Industrial Designs, the Patent Coopera- 
tion Treaty (PCT), the Strasbourg Agreement Concerning the 
International Patent Classification, the Budapest Treaty on the 
International Recognition of the Deposit of Microorganisms for 
the Purposes of Patent Procedure, the Berne Convention for the 
Protection of Literary and Artistic Works, and the Treaty on the 
International Registration of Audiovisual Works. 


IV. Effects in the Czech Republic of International Applications 
under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 


(4)(a) Pursuant to the deposit of the declaration of continua- 
tion referred to in paragraph (3), above, nationals and residents 
of the Czech Republic can file international applications, and the 
Czech Republic can be designated and elected in international 
applications filed, on or after Jan. 1, 1993. 

(b) Rules 32.1 and 32.2 of the Regulations under the PCT 
permit the extension of international applications to the Czech 
Republic. 

(c) For the purpose of determining the status of interna- 
tional applications with respect to the Czech Republic, one has 
to distinguish between 

(i) international applications specifically' designating 
Czechoslovakia which were filed prior to Jan. 1, 1993(see(d), 
below); 

(ii) international applications not specifically' designat- 
ing the Czech Republic—irrespective of the other designations 
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they contain—filed between Jan. 1, 1993, and Feb. 21, 1993 (see 
(e) to (g) below); 

(iii) international applications specifically' designating 
the Czech Republic filed on or after Jan. 1, 1993 (see (h) below). 

(d) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is prior to Jan. 1, 1993, and in which Czecho- | 
slovakia is specifically designated, the “national filing effect” of 
any such application under Article 11(4) of the PCT will, pursu- 
ant to the deposit by the Czech Republic of its declaration of 
continuation, be recognized in the Czech Republic (provided 
that the international application had not lost its effect in Czecho- 
slovakia by Dec. 31, 1992). The conditions under which any 
such international application, or any patent resulting therefrom 
and granted by the Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslo- 
vakia, may continue to have effect in the Czech Republic are the 
following: 

(i) if a patent has been granted by the Federal Office for 
Inventions of Czechoslovakia on the basis of the international 
applications, paragraph (2), above, is applicable; 

(ii) if the applicant has entered the national phase before 
the Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslovakia but a patent 
for invention has not been granted by the Office without the 
application having been rejected by it, paragraph (2), above, is 
applicable; 

(iii) if the applicant has not entered the national phase 
before the Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslovakia and 
the time limit for entering the national phase had not expired on 
Dec. 31, 1992, the applicant must, before the expiration of the 
applicable time limit under PCT Article 22 or 39(1), furnish to the 
Industrial Property Office of the Czech Republic a translation of 
the international application into the Czech language and pay the 
prescribed fee. 

(e) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is later than Dec. 31, 1992, and earlier than 
Feb. 22, 1993, and in which the Czech Republic is not specifi- 
cally designated, its effects may be extended to the Czech 
Republic (irrespective of the other designations it contains) 
through the performance by the applicant of the following acts: 

(i) filing with the International Bureau of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) a request for exten- 
sion; 

(ii) paying to the International Bureau of WIPO an 
extension fee of 185 Swiss francs, payable in Swiss francs. 

(f) The applicant in respect of each and every international 
application referred to in (e), above, or his agent or common 
representative if there is one, will receive a written notification 
from the International Bureau of WIPO calling his attention to 
the fact that he can, by filing a written request for extension, 
extend the effects of the international application to the Czech 
Republic. The notification will, in particular, specify the modes 
of payment of the extension fee of 185 Swiss francs. The request 
for extension must contain the identification of the international 
application by its international application number. A form 
which may be used for the purpose of requesting the extension 
to the Czech Republic will be attached to the notification. The 
request for extension must be in English or French, and may be 
sent by telefax or telex. The request for extension and the 
corresponding payment must reach the International Bureau of 
WIPO before the expiration of three months from the date of the 
notification sent by the International Bureau of WIPO; if either 
the request or the fee is received later, the request will be refused. 
It is recommended that applicants await the notification from the 
International Bureau of WIPO and use the form attached to it, but 
requests and payments may be made without waiting for the 
notification from the International Bureau of WIPO. 

(g) If the condition described in (e) and (f), above, are 
fulfilled, the Czech Republic will be considered as having been 
designated in the international application on its international 


' In this announcement, an international application is regarded as “specifically” 
designating a State either if that State has been designated under Rule 4.9(a) of the 
Regulations under the PCT or if the designation of that State has been confirmed under 
Rule 4.%c) of those Regulations. 

*With the exception of any international application whose international filing date 
is later than Dec. 31, 1992, and in which the Czech Republic is specifically designated: 
in such a case, the procedure described in (e) to (g) is not applicable, and the procedure 
described in (h) is applicable 
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filing date. For entering the national phase before the Industrial 
Property Office of the Czech Republic, the applicant must 
furnish to that Office a translation of the international application 
into the Czech language and pay the prescribed fee within three 
months from the date of the request for extension or, if it expires 
later, within the following time limit: 

(i) before the expiration of 21 months from the priority 
date if the Czech Republic is not elected under Chapter II of the 
PCT within 19 months from the priority date; 

(ii) before the expiration of 30 months from the priority 
date if the Czech Republic is elected under Chapter II of the PCT 
within 19 months from the priority date. 

(h) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is later than Dec. 31, 1992, and in which the 
Czech Republic is specifically designated, the applicant, in order 
to enter the national phase before the Industrial Property Office 
of the Czech Republic, must furnish to that Office a translation 
of the international application into the Czech language and pay 
the prescribed fee to that Office within the following time limit: 

(i) before the expiration of 21 months from the priority 
date if the Czech Republic is not elected under Chapter Il of the 
PCT within 19 months from the priority date; 

(ii) before the expiration of 30 months from the priority 
date if the Czech Republic is elected under Chapter II of the PCT 
within 19 months from the priority date. 


V. Effects in the Czech Republic of International Registrations 
under the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International 
Registration of Marks. 


(5)(a) Pursuant to the deposit of the declaration of continua- 
tion referred to in paragraph (3), above, and pursuant to Rule 38 
of the Regulations under the Madrid Agreement, any interna- 
tional registration with a territorial extension to Czechoslovakia 
effective from a date prior to Jan. 1, 1993, may have effect in the 
Czech Republic subject to the following conditions: 

(i) the filing with the International Bureau of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) of a request; 

(ii) the payment to the International Bureau of WIPO of 
a fee, the amount of which is 62 Swiss francs per international 
registration. 

(b) The owner of each and every international registration 
concerned, or his representative (if the owner has a representa- 
tive whose name appears in the International Register), will 
receive a written notice from the International Bureau of WIPO 
calling his attention to the fact that he can, by filing a written 
request, obtain a continuation of the effect of the international 
registration in the Czech Republic. The notice will contain a 
request form (in French) and specify the modes of payment of the 
fee. The request must contain the identification of the interna- 
tional registration concerned by its international registration 
number. The request must be made in English or French, and 
may be sent by telefax or telex. The request and the correspond- 
ing payment must reach the International Bureau of WIPO 
before the expiration of six months from the date of the notice 
sent by the International Bureau of WIPO; if either the request or 
the fee is received later, the request will be refused. Requests and 
payments may be made without waiting for the notice of the 
International Bureau of WIPO. 

(c) If the conditions described above are fulfilled, the 
international registration concerned will, with respect to the 
Czech Republic, have effect as from the effective date of territo- 
rial extension to Czechoslovakia and benefit from any priority 
validly claimed in regard to such extension. 

(d) For each international registration which has no territo- 
rial extension to Czechoslovakia or whose international registra- 
tion date is later than Dec. 31, 1992, protection in the Czech 
Republic can only be obtained by filing, through the intermedi- 
ary of the national Office of the country of the owner, a request 
for territorial extension under Rule 20 of the Regulations under 
the Madrid Agreement. It is to be noted that requests for territo- 
rial extension to the Czech Republic are possible at present. 


VI. New Applications for Industrial Property Rights 


(6) Applications for industrial property rights filed from Jan. 
1, 1993, with the Industrial Property Office of the Czech Repub- 
lic have no effect in the Slovak Republic. However, unless it is 
clear that the applicant does not seek protection in the Slovak 
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Republic, the Industrial Property Office of the Czech Republic 
will, during a transitory period of a few months, invite the 
applicant to specify, within a time limit which will be fixed in the 
invitation, whether he wants to obtain protection in the Czech 
Republic only or both in the Czech Republic and in the Slovak 
Republic. In the latter case, the Industrial Property Office of the 
Czech Republic will transmit a copy of the application to the 
Industrial Property Office of the Slovak Republic and the filing 
date of the application with the Industrial Property Office of the 
Czech Republic will be recognized by the Industrial Property 
Office of the Slovak Republic. 

(7) Applications requesting protection in the Czech Republic 
must be filed in the Czech language. 


VII. General Provisions 


(8) The fees to be paid to the Industrial Property Office of the 
Czech Republic are of the same amount as the fees which were 
payable to the Office of Czechoslovakia before Jan. 1, 1993. 

(9) If an applicant does not have his ordinary residence or 
principle place of business in the Czech Republic, he must 
authorize a representative in the Czech Republic, and all appli- 
cations to be filed with the Industrial Property Office of the 
Czech Republic must be filed through the intermediary of such 
a representative. The list of persons who can act as representa- 
tives is available at the Industrial Property Office of the Czech 
Republic. 


VIll. Address of the Industrial Property Office of the Czech 
Republic 


Industrial Property Office of the Czech Republic 
Revolucni ulice 7 

11346 Prague 1 

Czech Republic 

Tel.: (2) 28 96 (operator service) 

Fax.: (2) 231 92 30 

Teleprinter: 123 109 FUV 


Announcement on the Protection of Industrial 
Property in the Slovak Republic 


In view of the fact that Czechoslovakia ceased to exist on Dec. 
31, 1992, and that the Czech Republic and the Slovak Republic 
became independent States on Jan. 1, 1993, the situation of 
industrial property protection in the Slovak Republic is summa- 
rized below. 


I. Legal Basis 


(1) Pending the enactment of new legislation, the respective 
legal acts on the protection of industrial property of Czechoslo- 
vakia remain applicable in the Slovak Republic. 


Il. Applications for Industrial Property Rights Filed with the 
Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslovakia and Industrial 
Property Rights Granted by that Office 


(2) Applications for industrial property rights filed with the 
Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslovakia and industrial 
property rights granted by that Office maintain their legal effect 
in both the Czech Republic and the Slovak Republic, it being 
understood that the next fees which are to be paid must be paid, 
for protection in both the Czech Republic and the Slovak Repub- 
lic, to both the Industrial Property Office of the Czech Republic 
and the Slovak Republic. 


Ill. International Treaties 


(3) The Slovak Republic has deposited, with effect on Jan. 1, 
1993, a declaration the effect of which is that all those treaties 
administered by WIPO to which Czechoslovakia was party 
continue to be applicable as far as the Slovak Republic is 
concerned. Those treaties are: the Convention Establishing the 
World Intellectual Property Organization, the Paris Convention 
for the Protection of Industrial Property, the Madrid Agreement 
for the Repression of False or Deceptive Indications of Source on 
Goods, the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International 
Registrations of Marks, the Nice Agreement Concerning the 
International Classification of Goods and Services for the Pur- 
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poses of the Registration of Marks, the Lisbon Agreement for the 
Protection of Appellations of Origin and their International 
Registration, the Locarno Agreement Establishing an Interna- 
tional Classification for Industrial Designs, the Patent Coopera- 
tion Treaty (PCT), the Strasbourg Agreement Concerning the 
International Patent Classification, the Budapest Treaty on the 
International Recognition of the Deposit of Microorganisms for 
the Purposes of Patent Procedure, the Berne Convention for the 
Protection of Literary and Artistic Works, and the Treaty on the 
International Registration of Audiovisual Works. 


IV. Effects in the Slovak Republic of International Applications 
under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 


(4)(a) Pursuant to the deposit of the declaration of continua- 
tion referred to in paragraph (3), above, national and residents of 
the Slovak Republic can file international applications, and the 
Slovak Republic can be designated and elected in international 
applications filed, on or after Jan. 1, 1993. 

(b) Rules 32.1 and 32.2 of the Regulations under the PCT 
permit the extension of international applications to the Slovak 
Republic. 

(c) For the purpose of determining the status of interna- 
tional applications with respect to the Slovak Republic, one has 
to distinguish between 

(i) international applications specifically' designating 
Czechoslovakia which were filed prior to Jan. 1, 1993 (see (d), 
below); 

(ii) international applications not specifically' designating 
the Slovak Republic— irrespective of the other designations they 
contain—filed between Jan. 1, 1993 and Mar. 6, 1993 (see (e) to 
(g), below); 

(iii) international applications specifically' designating 
the Slovak Republic filed on or after Jan. 1, 1993 (see (h), below). 

(d) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is prior to Jan. 1, 1993, and in which Czecho- 
slovakia is specifically designated, the “national filing effect” of 
any such application under Article 1 1(4) of the PCT will, pursu- 
ant to the deposit by the Slovak Republic of its declaration of 
continuation, be recognized in the Slovak Republic (provided 
that the international application had not lost its effect in Czecho- 
slovakia by Dec. 31, 1992). The conditions under which any 
such international application, or any patent resulting therefrom 
and granted by the Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslo- 
vakia, may continue to have effect in the Slovak Republic are the 
following: 

(i) if a patent has been granted by the Federal Office for 
Inventions of Czechoslovakia on the basis of the international 
application, paragraph (2), above, is applicable; 

(ii) if the applicant has entered the national phase before 
the Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslovakia but a patent 
for invention has not been granted by the Office without the 
application having been rejected by it, paragraph (2), above, is 
applicable; 

(iii) if the appiicant has not entered the national phase 
before the Federal Office for Inventions of Czechoslovakia and 
the time limit for entering the national phase had not expired on 
Dec. 31, 1992, the applicant must, before the expiration of the 
applicable time limit under PCT Article 22 or 39(1),furnish to the 
Industrial Property Office of the Slovak Republic a translation of 
the international application into the Slovak language and pay 
the proscribed fee. 

(e) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is later than Dec. 31, 1992, and earlier than 
Mar. 7, 1993, ? and in which the Slovak Republic is not specifi- 
cally designated, its effects may be extended to the Slovak 
Republic (irrespective of the other designations it contains) 
through the performance of the following acts: 

(i) filing with the International Bureau of the World Intel- 
lectual Property Organization (WIPO) a request for extension; 


In this announcement, an international application is regarded as “specifically” 

designating a State either if that State has been designated under Rule 4.9(a) of the 
Regulations under the PCT or if the designation of that State has been confirmed under 
Rule 4.9%(c) of those Regulations. 
*With the exception of any international application whose international filing date 
is later than Dec. 31, 1992, and in which the Czech Republic is specifically designated 
in such a case, the procedure described in (e) to (g) is not applicable, and the procedure 
described in (h) is applicable 
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(ii) paying to the International Bureau of WIPO an exten- 
sion fee of 185 Swiss francs, payable in Swiss francs. 

(f) The applicant in respect of each and every international 
application referred to in (e), above, or his agent or common 
representative if there is one, will receive a written notification 
from the International Bureau of WIPO calling his attention to 
the fact that he can, by filing a written request for extension, 
extend the effects of the international application to the Slovak 
Republic. The notification will, in particular, specify the modes 
of payment for the extension fee of 185 Swiss francs. The request 
for extension must contain the identification of the international 
application by its international application number. A form 
which may be used for the purpose of requesting the extension 
to the Slovak Republic will be attached to the notification. The 
request for the extension must be in English or French, and may 
be sent by telefax or telex. The request for extension and the 
corresponding payment must reach the International Bureau of 
WIPO before the expiration of three months from the date of the 
notification sent by the International Bureau of WIPO; if 
either the request or the fee is received later, the request will be 
refused. It is recommended that applicants await the notification 
from the International Bureau of WIPO and use the form at- 
tached to it, but requests and payments may be made without 
waiting for the notification from the International Bureau of 
WIPO. 

(g) If the condition described in (e) and (f), above, are fulfilled, 
the Slovak Republic will be considered as having been desig- 
nated in the international application on its international filing 
date. For entering the national phase before the Industrial Prop- 
erty Office of the Slovak Republic, the applicant must furnish to 
that Office a translation of the international application into the 
Slovak language and pay the proscribed fee within three months 
from the date of the request for the extension or, if it expires later, 
within the following time limit: 

(i) before the expiration of 21 months from the priority 
date if the Slovak Republic is not elected under Chapter II of the 
PCT within 19 months from the priority date; 

(ii) before the expiration of 30 months from the priority 
date if the Slovak Republic is elected under Chapter II of the PCT 
within 19 months from the priority date. 

(h) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is later than Dec. 31, 1992, and in which the 
Slovak Republic is specifically designated, the applicant, in 
order to enter the national phase before the Industrial Property 
Office of the Slovak Republic, must furnish to that Office a 
translation of the international application into the Slovak lan- 
guage and pay the prescribed fee to that Office within the 
following time limit: 

(i) before the expiration of 21 months from the priority 
date if the Slovak Republic is not elected under Chapter II of the 
PCT within 19 months from the priority date; 

(ii) before the expiration of 30 months from the priority 
date if the Slovak Republic is elected under Chapter II of the PCT 
within 19 months from the priority date. 


V. Effects in the Slovak Republic of International Registrations 
under the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International 
Registration of Marks 


(5)(a) Pursuant to the deposit of the declaration of continua- 
tion referred to in paragraph (3), above, and pursuant to Rule 38 
of the Regulations under the Madrid Agreement, any 
international registration with a territorial extension to Czecho- 
slovakia effective from a date prior to Jan. 1, 1993, may 
have effect in the Slovak Republic subject to the following 
conditions: 

(i) the filing with the International Bureau of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) of a request; 

(ii) the payment to the International Bureau of WIPO of 
a fee, the amount of which is 62 Swiss francs per international 
registration. 

(b)The owner of each and every international registration 
concerned, or his representative (if the owner has a representa- 
tive whose name appears in the International Register), will 
receive a written notice from the International Bureau of WIPO 
calling his attention to the fact that he can, by filing a written 
request, obtain a continuation of the effect of the international 
registration in the Slovak Republic. The notice will contain a 
request form (in French) and specify the modes of payment of the 
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fee. The request must contain the identification of the interna- 
tional registration concerned by its international registration 
number. The request must be made in English or French, and 
may be sent by telefax or telex. The request and the correspond- 
ing payment must reach the International Bureau of WIPO 
before the expiration of six months from the date of the notice 
sent by the International Bureau of WIPO; if either the request or 
the fee is received later, the request will be refused. Requests and 
payments may be made without waiting for the notice of the 
International Bureau of WIPO. 

(c) If the conditions described above are fulfilled, the 
international registration concerned will, with respect to the 
Slovak Republic, have effect as from the effective date of the 
territorial extension to Czechoslovakia and benefit from any 
priority validly claimed in regard to such extension. 

(d) For each international registration which has no territo- 
rial extension to Czechoslovakia or whose international registra- 
tion date is later than Dec. 31, 1992,protection in the Slovak 
Republic can only be obtained by filing, through the intermedi- 
ary of the national Office of the country of the owner, a request 
for territorial extension under Rule 20 of the Regulations 
under the Madrid Agreement. It is to be noted that requests for 
territorial extension to the Slovak Republic are possible at 
present. 


VI. New Applications for Industrial Property Rights 


(6) From Jan. 1, 1993, it is possible to file applications for 
industrial property rights with the Industrial Property Office of 
the Slovak Republic. Applications filed with the Industrial Prop- 
erty Office of the Czech Republic have no effect in the Slovak 
Republic. However, the following procedure will apply, during 
a transitory period of a few months, to applications filed with the 
Industrial Property Office of the Czech Republic: unless it is 
clear that the applicant does not seek protection in the Slovak 
Republic, the Industrial Property Office of the Czech office will 
invite the applicant to specify, within a time limit which will be 
fixed in the invitation, whether he wants to obtain protection in 
the Czech Republic only or both in the Czech Republic and the 
Slovak Republic. In the latter case, the Industrial Property Office 
of the Czech Republic will transmit a copy of the application to 
the Industrial Property Office of the Slovak Republic and the 
filing date of the application with the Industrial Property Office 
of the Czech Republic will be recognized by the Industrial 
Property Office of the Slovak Republic. 

(7) Applications requesting protection in the Slovak Republic 
must be filed in the Slovak language. 


VII General Provisions 


(8) The fees to be paid to the Industrial Property Office of the 
Slovak Republic are of the same amount as the fees which 
were payable to the Office of Czechoslovakia before Jan. 1, 
1993. 


(9) If an applicant does not have his ordinary residence or 
principal place of business in the Slovak Republic, he must 
authorize a representative in the Slovak Republic, and all appli- 
cations to be filed with the Industrial Property Office of the 
Slovak Republic must be filed through the intermediary of such 
a representative. The list of persons who can act as representa- 
tives is available at the Industrial Property Office of the Slovak 
Republic. 


VIII. Address of the Industrial Property Office of the Slovak 
Republic 


Industrial Property Office of the Slovak Republic 
Nam. Slobody 29 
81312 Bratislava 
Slovakia 
Tel: (7) 33 00 57 
Fax.: (7) 31 44 61 
Jan. 28, 1993 DOUGLAS B. COMER 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks 
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Regarding Industrial Property 


Industrial 
Protection in Kazakhstan 


The following announcement was furnished by the World 
Intellectual Property Organization of Geneva, Switzerland. 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE PROTECTION OF 
INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY IN KAZAKHSTAN 


The situation of industrial property protection in Kazakhstan 
is summarized below. 


I. Legislation 


(1) On Aug. 5, 1992, the Patent Law of Kazakhstan entered 
into force. This Law deals with preliminary patents and patents 
for inventions, preliminary patents and patents for industrial 
designs and patents for utility models. 

(2) The Law on Trade Marks, Service Marks and Appellations 
of Origin of Kazakhstan was adopted on Jan. 18, 1993. This said 
Law entered into force on Feb. 23, 1993. 

(3) The National Patent Office of Kazakhstan was established 
on June 23, 1992. It is under the supervision of the Cabinet of 
Ministers. 


Il. Membership in Treaties 


(4) The Government of Kazakhstan deposited on Feb. 16, 
1993, a declaration to the effect that the Convention Establishing 
the World Intellectual Property Organization, the Paris Conven- 
tion for the Protection of Industrial Property, the Madrid Agree- 
ment Concerning the International Registration of Marks and the 
Patent Cooperation Treaty continue to be applicable to 
Kazakhstan. 


Ill. Applications for Industrial Property Rights Filed with 
the National Patent Office of Kazakhstan 


(5) Applications for the grant of patents for inventions, patents 
for industrial designs and patents for utility models and applica- 
tions for the registration of marks and appellations of origin have 
been able to be filed with the National Patent Office of Kazakhstan 
since Aug. 27, 1992. 


IV. Industrial Property Rights Granted by the Patent 
Office of the Soviet Union 


(6) A patent for invention or inventor's certificate, an 
industrial design patent or industrial design certificate, or 
a trademark certificate, which was issued by the Patent Office 
of the Soviet Union may be registered by the National 
Patent Office of Kazakhstan at the request of the owner. 
Upon registration, such industrial property rights will be 
considered as having the same effects as a patent for invention, 
industrial design patent or trademark certificate issued by 
the National Patent Office of Kazakhstan. The duration is 
20 years from the filing date of the application in the case of a 
patent for invention, 10 years from the filing date of the 
application in the case of an industrial design patent with the 
right to extend the term 5 years, and 10 years from the filing 
date of the request for registration in the case of a trademark 
certificate. The filing date and any priority date of the 
application will be maintained. The request for registration by 
the National Patent Office of Kazakhstan must be filed before 
Dec. 1, 1993, in the case of inventions and industrial designs, and 
before Nov. 1, 1993, in the case of trademarks. It must be 
accompanied by the original or a copy, certified by a notary or 
any other competent authority, of the patent or certificate issued 
by the Patent Office of the Soviet Union and evidence that the 
prescribed fees have been paid to the National Patent Office of 
Kazakhstan. 


V. Applications for Industrial Property Rights Filed with 
the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or with the 
Patent Office of the Russian Federation Before Oct. 
14, 1992 


(7) The applicant of an application for a patent for invention 
or an inventor's certificate, for an industrial design patent or 
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an industrial design certificate or for a trademark certificate 
which had been filed with the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union or with the Patent Office of the Russian Federation before 
Oct. 14, 1992, may request the National Patent Office 
of Kazakhstan before Dec. 1, 1993, in the case of an application 
for a patent for invention or an inventor’s certificate, or for 
an industrial design patent or certificate, and before Nov. 1, 
1993, in the case of an application for a trademark certificate, 
that the said application be further processed according to the 
Kazakh legislation. The request for further processing by 
the National Patent Office of Kazakhstan must be accompanied 
by a copy of the said application, including a copy of the 
request part of the said application showing the filing date as sent 
back to the applicant by the Patent Office of the Soviet Union 
or by the Patent Office of the Russian Federation, by a declara- 
tion that the said application is, to the best knowledge of the 
applicant, still pending before the Patent Office of the Russian 
Federation, and by an application filed according to the Kazakh 
legislation. 

(8) If the applicant has received from the Patent Office of 
the Soviet Union or from the Patent Office of the Russian 
Federation in respect of an application filed before Oct. 14, 
1992, a decision on grant of protection, the request needs only 
to be accompanied by a copy, certified by a notary or any 
other competent authority, of the said decision, as well as, in 
the case of inventions, by the description, any drawings and 
the claims on which the decision is based and an abstract of 
the invention or, in the case of industrial designs, by 
five photographs, one of which must be certified by a notary 
or any other competent authority, and any drawings. The 
filing date and any priority date of the application filed with 
the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or the Patent Office of 
the Russian Federation will be maintained. 


VI. Effects in Kazakhstan of International Applications 
under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 


(9) (a) On Feb. 16, 1993, Kazakhstan deposited a declaration 
of continuation the effect of which is that the Patent Cooperation 
Treaty (PCT) is applied by Kazakhstan. Nationals and residents 
of Kazakhstan can therefore file international applications, and 
Kazakhstan can be designated and elected in international appli- 
cations filed, from the date. 

(b) On Sept. 29, 1992, the Assembly of the PCT Union 
adopted, with effect on Oct. 1, 1992, new Rules 32.1 and 32.2 of 
the Regulations under the PCT, concerning the extension of 
international applications to certain successor States. 

(c) For the purpose of determining the status of interna- 
tional applications with respect to Kazakhstan, one has to distin- 
guish between: 

(i) international applications designating the Soviet 
Union which were filed before Dec. 25, 1991 (see (d), below); 

(ii) international applications—irrespective of the des- 
ignations they contain—which were filed between Dec. 25, 
1991, and Apr. 16, 1993 (see (e) to (g), below); 

(iii) international applications specifically* designat- 
ing Kazakhstan filed on or after Feb. 16, 1993 (see (h), below). 

(d) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is before Dec. 25, 1991, and in which the Soviet 
Union has been designated, the “national filing effect” of any 
such application under Article 11(4) of the PCT will, pursuant to 
the deposit by Kazakhstan of its declaration of continuation, be 
recognized in Kazakhstan. The conditions under which any such 
international application, or any patent or inventor’s certificate 
resulting therefrom and granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union or by the Patent Office of the Russian Federation, may 
continue to have effect in Kazakhstan are the following: 

(i) if a patent for invention or an inventor’s certificate 
has been granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or by 
the Patent Office of the Russian Federation on the basis of 
international application, the conditions referred to in paragraph 
(6) above, are applicable; 

(ii) if the applicant has entered the national phase before 
the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or the Patent Office of the 


*in this announcement, an international application is regarded as “specifically” 
designating Kazakhstan either if Kazakhstan has been designated under Rule 4.9(a) 
of the Regulations under the PCT or if the designation of Kazakhstan has been 
confirmed under Rule 4.9(c) of those Regulations 
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Russian Federation but a patent for invention or an inventor’s 
certificate has not been granted by any of those Offices, the 
conditions referred to in paragraph (7), above, are applicable, 
provided that the applicant must, before Dec. 1, 1993, file with 
the National Patent Office of Kazakhstan a request that the 
international application be further processed according to the 
Kazakh legislation; the request must be accompanied by a copy 
of the Russian translation of the international application submit- 
ted to the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or the Patent Office 
of the Russian Federation and a declaration that the application 
is still pending before the Patent Office of the Russian Federa- 
tion; however where a decision to grant a patent has issued, only 
the requirements referred to in paragraph (8), above, apply; 

(iii) if the applicant has not entered the national phase 
before the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or the Patent Office 
of the Russian Federation and the time limit for entering the 
national phase had not expired on Dec. 24, 1991, the applicant 
must, before Dec. 1, 1993, or, if Kazakhstan is elected under 
Chapter II of the PCT within 19 months from the priority date, 
before Dec. 1, 1993, or the expiration of 31 months from the 
priority date whichever is later, furnish to the National Patent 
Office of Kazakhstan a translation of the international applica- 
tion into Kazakh or Russian and evidence that the prescribed fee 
(see paragraph (12), below) has been paid to the latter Office. 

(e) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is later than Dec. 24, 1991, and earlier than Apr. 
17, 1993,** its effect may be extended to Kazakhstan (irrespec- 
tive of the designations it contains) through the performance by 
the applicant of the following acts: 

(i) filing with the International Bureau of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) a request for exten- 
sion; 

(ii) paying to the International Bureau of WIPO an 
extension fee of 185 Swiss francs, payable in Swiss francs. 

(f) The applicant in respect of each and every international 
application to in (e), above, or his agent or common representa- 
tive if there is one, will receive a written notification form the 
International Bureau of WIPO calling his attention to the fact that 
he can, by filing a written request for extension, extend the 
effects of the international application to Kazakhstan. The noti- 
fication will, in pry specify the modes of payment of the 
extension fee of 185 Swiss francs. The request for extension 
must contain the identification of the international application by 
its international application number. A form which may be 
issued for the purpose of requesting the extension to Kazakhstan 
will be attached to the notification. The request for extension 
must be English or French, and may be ps, telefax or telex. 
The request for extension and the corresponding payment must 
reach the International Bureau of WIPO before the expiration of 
three months from the date of the notification sent by the 
International Bureau of WIPO; if either the request or the fee is 
received later, the request will be refused. It is recommended that 
applicants await the notification from the International Bureau of 
WIPO and use the form attached to it, but requests and payments 
may be made without waiting for the notification from the 
International Bureau of WIPO. 

(g) If the conditions described in (e) and (f), above, are 
fulfilled, Kazakhstan will be considered as having been 
designated in the international application on its international 
filing date. For entering the national phase before the 
National Patent Office of Kazakhstan, the applicant must 
furnish, within the following time limit, to that Office both a 
translation of the international application into Kazakh or 
Russian and evidence that the prescribed fee (see paragraph (12), 
below) was paid: 

(i) before Dec. 1, 1993, or the expiration of 21 months 
from the priority date, whichever is later, if Kazakhstan is not 
elected under Chapter II of the PCT before the expiration of 19 
months from the priority date and item (iii) does not apply; 

(ii) before Dec. 1, 1993, or the expiration of 31 months 
from the priority date, whichever is later, if Kazakhstan is elected 
under Chapter II of the PCT before the expiration of 19 months 
from the priority date; 


**With the exception of any such international application whose international filing 
date is on or after Feb. 16, 1993, and in which Kazakhstan is specifically designated: 
in such a case, the procedure described in (e) to (g) is not applicable, and the procedure 
described in (h) applies. It should be noted that Kazakhstan can be specifically 
designated only in those international applications filed on or after Feb. 16, 1993. 
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(iii) before Dec. 1, 1993, or the expiration of 31 months 
from the priority date, whichever is later, if a request for exten- 
sion to Kazakhstan is made after, but the demand was made 
before, the expiration of 19 months from the priority date, and a 
later election of Kazakhstan is made together with the request for 
extension or within three months from the date of the request for 
extension. 

(h) As regards any international application whose 
international filing date is on or after Feb. 16, 1993, and in 
which Kazakhstan is specifically designated, the applicant, 
in order to enter the national phase before the National 
Patent Office of Kazakhstan, must furnish, within the following 
time limit, to that Office both a translation of the international 
application into Kazakh or Russian and evidence that the pre- 
scribed fee (see paragraph (12), below) has been paid to the said 
Office: 

(i) before the expiration of 21 months from the priority date 
if Kazakhstan is not elected under Chapter II of the PCT with 19 
months from the priority date; 

(ii) before the expiration of 31 months from the priority 
date if Kazakhstan is elected under Chapter II of the PCT within 
19 months from the Priority date. 

VII. Effects in Kazakhstan of International Registrations 
under the Madrid Agreement Concerning the Interna- 
tional Registration of Marks 


(10) (a) On Feb. 16, 1993, Kazakhstan deposited a declaration 
of continuation the effect of which is that the Madrid Agreement 
Concerning the International Registration of Marks is applied by 
Kazakhstan. 

(b) on Sept. 29, 1992, the Assembly of the Madrid Union 
adopted, with effect on Oct. 1, 1992, a new Rule 38 in Regula- 
tions under the Madrid Agreement, concerning the effect of 
international registrations in certain successor States. 

(c) Pursuant to the deposit of the declaration of continua- 
tion and to the decision of the Assembly, certain international 
registrations may have effect in Kazakhstan subject to the con- 
ditions described below. Those international registrations are 
those which have territorial extensions to the Soviet Union 
effective from a date prior to Dec. 25, 1991. 

(d) The conditions referred to above are the following: 

(i) the filing with the International Bureau of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) of a request; 

(ii) the payment to the International Bureau of WIPO of 
a fee, the amount of which is 62 Swiss francs per international 
registration. 

(e) The owner of each and every international registration 
concerned, or his representative (if the owner has a representa- 
tive whose name appears in the International Register), will 
receive a written notice from the International Bureau of 
WIPO calling his attention to the fact that he can, by filing a 
written request, obtain the continuation of the effect of the 
international registration in Kazakhstan. The notice will, in 
particular, specify the modes of payment of the fee. The request 
must contain the identification of the international registration 
concerned by its international registration number. A form (in 
French) will be attached to the notice and may be used. The 
request must be in English or French, and may be sent by telefax 
or telex. The request and the corresponding payment must reach 
the International Bureau of WIPO before the expiration of six 
months from the date of the notice sent by the International 
Bureau of WIPO; if either the request or the fee is received later, 
the request will be refused. Requests and payments may be made 
without waiting for the notice of the International Bureau of 
WIPO. 

(f) If the conditions described above are fulfilled, the 
international registration concerned will, with respect to 
Kazakhstan, have effect as from the effective date of the territo- 
rial extension to the Soviet Union and benefit from any priority 
validly claimed in regard such extension. 

(g) For each international registration which has territorial 
extension to the Russian Federation effective from a date prior to 
Apr. 17, 1993, the owner may request the National Patent Office 
of Kazakhstan before Nov. |, 1993, that the said registration be 
processed as an application under the Kazakh legislation. The 
request must be accompanied by an extract from the Interna- 
tional Register established by the International Bureau of WIPO, 
by a declaration that, to the best knowledge of the owner, the 
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international registration still has effect in the Russian Federa- 
tion, and by an application filed according to the Kazakh legis- 
lation. 

(h) For each international registration not covered by (c) or 
(g), above, namely, for each international registration which has 
no territorial extension to the Soviet Union or to the Russian 
Federation or whose international registration date is later than 
Apr. 16, 1993, protection in Kazakhstan can only be obtained by 
filing, through the intermediary of the national Office of the 
country of the owner, a request for territorial extension under 
Rule 20 of the Regulations under the Madrid Agreement. It is 
noted that requests for territorial extension to Kazakhstan are 
possible at present. 


VIII. Procedural Provisions 


(11) If an applicant does not have his ordinary residence or 
principal place in business in Kazakhstan, he must authorize a 
representative in Kazakhstan, and all requests, applications and 
other documents must be filed through the intermediary of such 
a representative. 

(12) The list of the persons who can act as representatives and 
the official fees applicable to the procedures referred to under 
paragraphs (5), (6), (7), (8), (9) and (10)(g) are available from the 
National Patent Office of Kazakhstan. 

(13) The request part of any application referred to under 
paragraph (5), above, any request referred to under paragraphs 
(6), (7), (9)(d{ii) and (10)(g), above, and any declaration re- 
ferred to under paragraphs (7), (9)(d)(ii) and (10)(g), above, 
must be filed in Kazakh or Russian. Other parts of any applica- 
tion referred to under paragraph (5), above, may be presented in 
other languages, provided that a translation into Kazakh or 
Russian is presented within two months from the filing date. 

(14) If an applicant, due to circumstances beyond his control, 
was unable to observe a time limit applicable under paragraph 
(6), (7), (9d), 10(g) or (13), above, the time limit may, upon 
request, be extended by two months by the National Patent 
Office of Kazakhstan. 


IX. Address of the National patent Office of Kazakhstan 


National Patent Office 
Ablai-khan avenue 93/95 
480091 Alma-Ata 
Kazakhstan 
Telex: (064) 251244 orlan su 
June 11, 1993 MICHAEL K. KIRK 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks 
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(192) Regarding Industrial Property 


Protection in Belarus 


The following announcement was furnished by the World 
Intellectual Property Organization of Geneva, Switzerland. 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE PROTECTION OF 
INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY IN BELARUS 


The situation of industrial property protection in Belarus is 
summarized below. 


1. Legislation 


(1) On Feb. 5, 1993, the Law on Patents for Inventions, the 
Law on Patents for Industrial Designs and the Law on Trade- 
marks and Service Marks of Belarus and the respective Parlia- 
mentary Decrees putting the said laws into effect were adopted 
and entered into force. 


il. Membership in Treaties 


(2) The Government of Belarus deposited on Apr. 14, 1993, a 
declaration to the effect that the Paris Convention for the Protec- 
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tion of Industrial Property, the Madrid Agreement Concerning 
the International Registration of Marks and the Patent Coopera- 
tion Treaty continue to be applicable to Belarus. Belarus was 
already party to the Convention Establishing the World Intellec- 
tual Property Organization. 


Ill. Industrial Property Rights Granted by the Patent 
Office of the Soviet Union 


(3) A patent for invention, an industrial design patent or 
trademark certificate, which was issued by the Patent Office of 
the Soviet Union may be registered by the State Patent Office of 
Belarus at the request of the owner. Upon registration, such 
industrial property rights will be considered as having the same 
effects as a patent for invention, industrial design patent or 
trademark certificate issued by the State Patent Office of Belarus. 
The duration is 20 years from the filing date of the application 
with the patent Office of the Soviet Union in the case of a patent 
for invention, 15 years from the filing date of the application with 
the Patent Office of the Soviet Union in the case of an industrial 
design patent, and 10 years from the filing date of the request for 
registration by the State Patent Office of Belarus in the case of a 
trademark certificate, the latter request to be filed before the 
expiry of the 10-year term from the filing date of the application 
with the Patent Office of the Soviet Union. The filing date and 
any priority date of the application with the Patent Office of the 
Soviet Union will be maintained. 

(4) As regards inventors’ certificates and industrial design 
certificates granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet Union in 
relation to which a 20-year term in the case of inventions, or a 15- 
year term in the case of industrial designs, both counted from the 
filing date of the application, has not expired, the State Patent 
Office of Belarus will grant for the remaining term a Belarusian 
patent for invention or industrial design patent upon the joint 
request of the applicant and the inventor (inventors). Failing the 
agreement between the applicant and the inventor (inventors), 
no patent will be granted. 

(5) The request for registration by the State Patent Office of 
Belarus must be filed before Feb. 5, 1994, in the case of inven- 
tions and industrial designs, and before Oct. 5, 1993, in the case 
of trademarks. It must be accompanied by the original or a copy, 
certified by a the patent owner, or the applicant, or the patent 
attorney, of the patent or certificate issued by the Patent Office of 
the Soviet Union, and also by a copy of the document attesting 
that the fee for the preceding term has been paid. 

(6) Any inventor’s certificate which is not exchanged for a 
patent for invention will enjoy the legal status which had been 
applicable to the invention in question in the Soviet Union before 
July 1, 1991. 


V. Applications for Industrial Property Rights Filed with 
the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or with the 
Patent Office of the Russian Federation Before Feb. 
5, 1993 


(7) The applicant of an application for a patent for invention 
or an inventor’s certificate, or of an application for an industrial 
design patent or an industrial design certificate which had been 
filed with the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or with the Patent 
Office of the Russian Federation before Feb. 5, 1993, and in 
respect of which a decision to grant has been taken, may request 
the State Patent Office of Belarus to issue a Belarusian patent for 
invention or industrial design patent. The request must be filed 
before Aug. 5, 1993. 

(8) The applicant of an application for a patent for invention 
or an inventor’s certificate, of an application for an industrial 
design patent or an industrial design certificate, or of an applica- 
tion for a trademark certificate, which had been filed with the 
Patent Office of the Soviet Union or with the Patent Office of the 
Russian Federation before Feb. 5, 1993, and the processing of 
which has not been completed and in respect of which patents or 
certificates have not been granted, may request the State Patent 
Office of Belarus before Aug. 5, 1993, that the said application 
be further processed according to the Belarusian legislation and 
that the priority date of the said application be maintained, 
provided that the request is filed before the expiry of 27 months 
from the filing date of the first application in the case of inven- 
tions, and before the expiry of 21 months from the filing date of 
the first application in the case of industrial designs and trade- 
marks. 
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V. Applications for Industrial y Rights Filed, 
Before Apr. 14, 1993, with the Industrial Property 
Offices of States Party to the Paris Convention for the 
Protection of Industrial Property 


(9) The State Patent Office of Belarus will recognize the 
priority date of the first application filed in a State party to the 
Paris Convention, provided that, in the case of inventions, the 
request for the grant of a Belarusian patent based on the said 
application is filed with the State Patent Office of Belarus before 
the expiry of 27 months from the filing date of the first applica- 
tion or, in the case of industrial designs and trademarks, the 
request for the grant of a Belarusian industrial design patent, or 
for the grant of a Belarusian trademark certificate, based on said 
application, is filed with the State Patent Office of Belarus before 
the expiry of 21 months from the filing date of the first applica- 
tion. 


VI. Effects in Belarus of International Applications under 
the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) 


(10) (a) As mentioned in paragraph (2), above, on Apr. 14, 
1993, Belarus deposited a declaration of continuation, the effect 
of which is that the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) is applied 
by Belarus. Nationals and residents of Belarus can therefore file 
international applications, and Belarus can be designated and 
elected in international applications filed, from that date. 

(b) Rules 32.1 and 32.2 of the Regulations under the PCT, 
allow the extension of international applications to certain suc- 
cessor States. 

(c) For the purpose of determining the status of interna- 
tional applications with respect to Belarus, one has to distinguish 
between: 

(i) international applications designated the Soviet 
Union which were filed before Dec. 25, 1991 (see (d), below); 

(ii) international applications— irrespective of the des- 
ignations they contain—which were filed between Dec. 25, 
1991, and June 22, 1993 (see (e) to (g), below); 

(iii) international applications specifically* designated 
Belarus filed on or after Apr. 14, 1993 (see (h), below). 

(d) As regards any international application whose inter- 
national filing date is before Dec. 25, 1991, and in which the 
Soviet Union has been designated, the “national filing effect” of 
any such application under Article | 1(4) of the PCT will, pursu- 
ant to the deposit by Belarus of its declaration of continuation, be 
recognized in Belarus. The conditions under which any such 
international application, or any patent or inventor’s certificate 
resulting therefrom and granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union or by the Patent Office of the Russian Federation, may 
continue to have effect in Belarus are the following: 

(i) if a patent for invention or an inventor’s certificate 
has been granted by the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or by 
the Patent Office of the Russian Federation on the basis of 
international application, the conditions referred to in paragraph 
(3) to (6) above, are applicable; 

(ii) if the applicant has entered the national phase 
before the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or the Patent Office 
of the Russian Federation but a patent for invention or 
an inventor’s certificate has not been granted by either of those 
Offices, the conditions referred to in paragraphs (7) and (8), 
above, are applicable, provided that the applicant, before Aug. 5, 
1993, files with the State Patent Office of Belarus a 
request that the international application be further processed 
according to the Belarusian legislation; the request must be 
accompanied by a copy of the Russian translation of the interna- 
tional application submitted to the Patent Office of the Soviet 
Union or the Patent Office of the Russian Federation and a 
declaration that the application is still pending before the Patent 
Office of the Russian Federation, except where a decision to 
grant a patent has been made, in which case only the require- 
ments referred to in paragraph (7), above, apply; 

(iii) if the applicant has not entered the national phase 
before the Patent Office of the Soviet Union or the Patent Office 
of the Russian Federation and the time limit for entering the 


*In this announcement. an international application is regarded as “specifically” 
designating Belarus either if Belarus has been designated under Rule 4.%a) of the 
Regulations under the PCT or if the designation of Belarus has been confirmed under 
Rule 4.%c) of those Regulations. 
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national phase had not expired on Dec. 24, 1991, the applicant 
must furnish to the State Patent Office of Belarus,within the 
following time limit, a translation of the international application 
into Belarusian or Russian and evidence that the prescribed fee 
(see paragraph (13), below) has been paid to the latter Office. 

—before Aug. 5, 1993, or before the expiration of 21 
months from the priority date, whichever is later, if Belarus is not 
elected under Chapter II of the PCT within 19 months from the 
priority date; 

—before Aug. 5, 1993, or before the expiration of 31 
months from the priority date, whichever is later, if Belarus is 
elected under Chapter II of the PCT within 19 months from the 
priority date. 

(e) As regards any international application whose interna- 
tional filing date is later than Dec. 24, 1991, and not later than 
June 22, 1993,** its effect may be extended to Belarus (irrespec- 
tive of the designations it contains) through the performance by 
the applicant of the following acts: 

(i) filing with the International Bureau of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) a request for exten- 
sion, 

(ii) paying to the International Bureau of WIPO an 
extension fee of 185 Swiss francs, payable only in Swiss francs. 

(f) The applicant in respect of each and every international 
application referred to in (e), above, or his agent or common 
representative if there is one, will receive a written notification 
form the International Bureau of WIPO drawing his attention to 
the fact that he can, by filing a written request for extension, 
extend the effects of the international application to Belarus. The 
notification wiil, in particular, specify the modes of payment of 
the extension fee of 185 Swiss francs. The request for extension 
must contain the identification of the applicant’s international 
application by its international application number. A form 
which may be issued for the purpose of requesting the extension 
to Belarus will be attached to the notification. The request for 
extension must be in English or French, and may be sent by 
telefax or telex. The request for extension and the corresponding 
payment must reach the International Bureau of WIPO before 
the expiration of three months from the date of the notification 
sent by the International Bureau of WIPO; if either the request or 
the fee is received later, the request will be refused. It is recom- 
mended that applicants await the notification from the Interna- 
tional Bureau of WIPO and use the form attached to it, but 
requests and payments may be made prior to receipt of the 
notification from the International Bureau of WIPO. 

(g) If the conditions described in (e) and (f), above, are 
fulfilled, Belarus will be considered as having been designated 
in the international application on its international filing date. In 
order to enter the national phase before the State Patent Office of 
Belarus, the applicant must furnish to that Office, within the 
following time limit, both a translation of the international 
application into Belarusian or Russian and evidence that the 
prescribed fee (see paragraph (13), below) has been paid: 

(i) before Aug. 5, 1993, or before the expiration of 21 
months from the priority date, whichever is later, if Belarus is not 
elected under Chapter II of the PCT within 19 months from the 
priority date and item (iii) does not apply; 

(ii) before Aug. 5, 1993, or the expiration of 31 months 
from the priority date, whichever is later, if Belarus is elected 
under Chapter II of the PCT within 19 months from the priority 
date; 

(iii) before Aug. 5, 1993, or the expiration of 31 months 
from the priority date, whichever is later, if a request for exten- 
sion to Belarus is made after, but the demand for international 
preliminary examination was made before, the expiration of 19 
months from the priority date, and a later election of Belarus is 
made together with the request for extension or within three 
months from the date of the request for extension. 

(h) As regards any international application whose Interna- 
tional filing date is on or after Apr. 14, 1993, and in which 
Belarus is specifically designated, the applicant, in order to enter 
the national phase before the State Patent Office of Belarus, must 
furnish to that Office, within the following time limit, both a 


** With the exception of any such international application whose international filing 
date is on or after Apr. 14, 1993, and in which Belarus is specifically designated: in 
such a case, the procedure described in (e) to (g) is not applicable, and the procedure 
described in (h) applies. It should be noted that Belarus can be specifically designated 
only in those international applications filed on or after Apr. 14, 1993 
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translation of the international application into Belarusian or 
Russian and evidence that the prescribed fee (see paragraph (13), 
below) has been paid to the said Office: 

(i) before the expiration of 21 months from the priority 
date if Belarus is not elected under Chapter II of the PCT with 19 
months from the priority date; 

(ii) before the expiration of 31 months from the priority 
date if Belarus is elected under Chapter II of the PCT within 19 
months from the Priority date. 


VIL. Effects in Belarus of International Registrations under 
the Madrid Agreement Concerning the International 
Registration of Marks 


(11) (a) As mentioned in paragraph (2), above, On Apr. 14, 
1993, Belarus deposited a declaration of continuation, the effect 
of which was that the Madrid Agreement Concerning the Inter- 
national Registration of Marks is applied by Belarus. 

(b) Pursuant to the deposit of the declaration of continuation 
and to Rule 38 of the Regulations under the Madrid Agreement, 
certain international registrations may have effect in Belarus 
subject to the conditions described below. The international 
registrations are those which have a territorial extension to the 
Soviet Union effective from a date prior to Dec. 25, 1991. 

(c) The conditions referred to above are the following: 

(i) the filing with the International Bureau of the World 
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) of a request; 

(ii) the payment to the International Bureau of WIPO of 
a fee, the amount of which is 62 Swiss francs per international 
registration. 

(d) The owner of each and every international registration 
concerned, or his representative (if the owner has a representa- 
tive whose name appears in the International Register), will 
receive a written notice from the International Bureau of WIPO 
drawing his attention to the fact that he can, by filing a written 
request, obtain the continuation of the effect of the international 
registration in Belarus. The notice will, in particular, specify the 
modes of payment of the fee. The request must contain the 
identification of the international registration concerned by its 
international registration number. A form (in French) will be 
attached to the notice and may be used. The request must be in 
English or French, and may be sent by telefax or telex. The 
request and the corresponding payment must reach the Interna- 
tional Bureau of WIPO before the expiration of six months from 
the date of the notice sent by the International Bureau of WIPO; 
if either the request or the fee is received later, the request will be 
refused. Requests and payments may be made prior to receipt of 
the notice of the International Bureau of WIPO. 

(e) If the conditions described above are fulfilled, the 
international registration concerned will, with respect to Belarus, 
have effect as of the effective date of the territorial extension to 
the Soviet Union and benefit from any priority validly claimed 
with regard to such extension. 

(f) For each international registration which has a territorial 
extension to the Russian Federation effective as of a date be- 
tween Dec. 25, 1991 and Apr. 14, 1993, the owner may request 
the State Patent Office of Belarus, before Aug. 5, 1993, that the 
said registration be processed as an application under the 
Belarusian legislation. The request must be accompanied by an 
extract from the International Register established by the Inter- 
national Bureau of WIPO, by a declaration that, to the best 
knowledge of the owner, the international registration still has 
effect in the Russian Federation, and by an application filed 
according to the Belarusian legislation. 

(g) For each international registration not covered by (b) or 
(f), above, namely, for each international registration which has 
no territorial extension to the Soviet Union or to the Russian 
Federation or whose international registration date is later than 
Apr. 14, 1993, protection in Belarus can only be obtained by 
filing, through the intermediary of the national Office of the 
country of the owner, a request for territorial extension under 
Rule 20 of the Regulations under the Madrid Agreement. It is 
noted that requests for territorial extension to Belarus are pos- 
sible at present. 


VIII. Procedural Provisions 


(12) If an applicant does not have his ordinary residence or 
principal place in business in Belarus, he must authorize a 
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representative in Belarus, and all requests, applications and other 
documents must be filed through the intermediary of such a 
representative. 

(13) The official fees applicable to the procedures referred to 
under paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (7), (8) (10) and (11)(f) are 
available from the State Patent Office of Belarus. 

(14) Any request referred to under paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (7), 
(8), (10)(d)(ii) and (11)(f), above, and any declaration referred to 
under paragraphs (10)(d)(ii) and (11)(f), above, must be filed in 
Belarusian or Russian. 


IX. Address of the National Patent Office of Belarus 


State Patent Office of Belarus 
66, pr. Skoriny 

Minsk 220072 

Belarus 

Tel.: (70172) 395 840 

Fax.: (70172) 394 130 


June 11, 1993 
MICHAEL K. KIRK 
Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner of 
Patents and Trademarks 
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(193) Regarding Patent and Trademark Rights 


in the Republic of Lithuania 


The State Patent Bureau of the Republic of Lithudnia has 
provided the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office with information 
regarding the protection of inventions, industrial designs, and 
trademarks in the Republic of Lithuania. 

Following is the unedited text of the SUMMARY OF INDUS- 
TRIAL PROPERTY PROTECTION IN LITHUANIA, provided 
in English translation by the Government of Lithuania, outlining 
the status of industrial property protection in Lithuania pending 
enactment of new legislation. 

“The system of industrial property protection in Lithuania 
functioned reasonably well until 1940 (‘Law on Protection of 
Trademarks’ of Jan. 27, 1925, ‘Law on the Protection of Inven- 
tions and Improvements’ of May 14, 1928, “Law on the Protec- 
tion of Industrial Models and Designs’). 

TSince 1940 industrial property protection in Lithuania had 
been based on legal acts of the Soviet Union. 

™ After Lithuania has declared it’s independence it started estab- 
lishing an independent national industrial property legislation. 
On Apr. 12, 1991, the Government of the Republic of Lithuania 
established the Lithuanian Patent Office, which is functioning 
under the name of the State Patent Bureau. On Dec. 1, 1991, the 
State Patent Bureau has proceeded the registration of Company 
Names of the Republic of Lithuania under the Regulations of 
Company Names. 

Since Apr. 30, 1992 the Republic of Lithuania is a member of 
the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO). 
™In order to ensure legal protection of industrial property 
(inventions, industrial designs and trademarks), rights of inven- 
tors, patent owners and investors on May 20, !992 the Govern- 
ment of the Republic of Lithuania adopted a Decree No 362 on 
provisional measures until the laws of the Republic of Lithuania 
on inventions, industrial designs and trademarks are adopted. 
The contents of the provisional measures and their main conse- 
quences are summarized below. 


INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY RIGHTS GRANTED BY THE 
PATENT OFFICE OF THE FORMER SOVIET UNION 


1. Valid patents for inventions, as well as valid inventor's 
certificates, granted by the Patent Office of the former Soviet 
Union on the basis of applications filed beginning with Jan. 1, 
1978, shall be registered as patents of the Republic of Lithuania 
for a period not longer than 15 years from the date of filing an 
application, provided that the inventor together with the appli- 
cant or the patent owner files a request to that effect with the State 
Patent Bureau no later than Sept. 30, 1993 and pays the pre- 
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scribed State fee. Failing such a request, the patent or inventor’s 
certificate will not have any effect in the Republic of Lithuania. 
2. Industrial design for which valid industrial design patent or 
industrial design certificates granted by the Patent Office of the 
former Soviet Union on the basis of applications filed beginning 
with Jan. 1, 1983 shall be registered as industrial designs in the 
Republic of Lithuania for a period of 5 years with a possibility of 
renewing the registration for 5 consecutive years but not longer 
than for a period of 10 years from the date of filing an application 
provided that the creator of the industrial design together with the 
applicant or the patent owner files a request to that effect with the 
State Patent Bureau not later than Sept. 30, 1993 and pays the 
prescribed Siate fee. Failing such a request, the industrial 
design patent or certificate shall not have any effect in Lith- 
uania. 

3. A patent or industrial design, which has been registered under 
paragraph | or 2 above, will have no effect against any person 
who in the Republic of Lithuania, prior to the date of the request 
for registration was using the invention or industrial design 
protected by inventor’s certificate or certificate or was making 
effective and serious preparation for such use. 

4. Trademarks for which valid trademark certificates were granted 
by the Patent Office of the former Soviet Union shall be regis- 
tered as trademarks in the Republic of Lithuania for a period of 
10 years, provided that the owner of the trademark certificate 
files a request to that effect with the State Patent Bureau not later 
than Sept. 30, 1993 and pays the prescribed State fee. The same 
applies to international trademark registration effected under 
Madrid Agreement concerning the International Registration of 
Marks, for which valid trademark certificates had the territorial 
extension to the Former Soviet Union. Failing such a request, the 
trademark certificate will not have any effect in the Republic of 
Lithuania. 

5. Priority rights may be claimed from May 20, 1992 onwards, 
but not later than Apr. 30, 1993, on the basis of previous patents, 
industrial design and trademark applications filed with the Patent 
Office of the former Soviet Union after Jan. 1, 1990, and which 
were pending on Jan. 31, 1992. Such priority rights are governed 
by the provisions of Article 4 of the Paris Convention for the 
Protection of Industrial Property. 

6. Information regarding patents for inventions and industrial 
designs and trademark certificates shall be published in the 
OFFICIAL GAZETTE of the State Patent Bureau of the Republic 
of Lithuania. 


NEW APPLICATIONS FOR INDUSTRIAL PROPERTY 
RIGHTS FILED WITH THE STATE PATENT BUREAU 
OF THE REPUBLIC OF LITHUANIA 


7. Pending the enactment of industrial property legislation in 
Lithuania, it is possible to file patent applications and applica- 
tions for the registration of industrial designs and of trademarks 
with the State Patent Bureau on the basis of legal acts of the 
Republic of Lithuania. 

Foreign natural and legal persons, having their ordinary resi- 
dence or principle place of business outside Lithuania, shall file 
requests and applications only through a patent attorney, regis- 
tered in the Register of patent attorneys of the Republic of 
Lithuania.” 

Copies of the list of fees of the State Patent Bureau of the 
Republic of Lithuania and of the list of registered patent attor- 
neys are available from Box 4, U.S. Patent and Trademark 
Office, Washington, D.C. 20231 
July 7, 1993 MICHAEL K. KIRK 

Acting Assistant Secretary 
and Acting Commissioner of 

Patents and Trademarks 
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(194) Regarding Industrial Property Rights 


in the Republic of Slovenia 


The Industrial Property Protection Office of the Republic of 
Slovenia has provided the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
(USPTO) with a consolidated text, in English, of the Law on 
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Industrial Property of the Republic of Slovenia which regulates 
the grant and protection of patents, model rights and design 
rights, trademarks and service marks, and appellations of origin. 
In addittion, the Industrial Property Protection Office has noti- 
fied the USPTO that it has entered into an “extension agreement” 
with the European Patent Organisation that will enter into force 
in Jauary 1994. After entry into force of the agreement, it will be 
possible to obtain patent protection in Slovenia through obtain- 
ing a European patent. The Republic of Slovenia also plans to 
ratify the Patent Cooperation Treaty administered by the World 
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Intellectual Property Organization. 

A copy of the consolidated text of the Slovenian industrial 
prperty law can be obtained by writing to the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office, Box 4, Washington, D.C. 20231. 


BRUCE A. LEHMAN 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
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TELEPHONE DIRECTORY 


General Information (703) 305-4357 
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY 
AND COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS 
AND TRADEMARKS 


Assistant Secretary and Commissioner, 
(Vacant) Bruce A. Lehman 
Executive Assistant to the Commissioner and 
Director of Interdisciplinary Affairs, 
Edward R. Kazenske 
Deputy Assistant Secretary and Deputy 
Commissioner, (Vacant) 
Assistant Commissioner for Patents, 
Stephen G. Kunin (Acting) 
Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks, 
Robert M. Anderson (Acting) 
Assistant Commissioner for Public Services 
and Administration, Theresa A. Brelsford 
Assistant Commissioner for Finance and 
Planning, Bradford R. Huther 
Assistant Commissioner for External Affairs, 
Michael K. Kirk 
Assistant Commissioner for Information Systems 
Thomas P. Giammo 
Office of the Solicitor 
Solicitor, Fred E. McKelvey 
Deputy Solicitor, Albin F. Drost 
Office of Enrollment and Discipline, 
Cameron Weiffenbach 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences, 
Saul I. Serota, Chairman 
Ian A. Calvert, Vice-Chairman 
Office of Quality Review, 
James D. Trammell 


305-9035 
305-9035 


603-3336 
603-3293 


305-3125 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 
FOR PATENTS 


Assistant Commissioner, 
Stephen G. Kunin (Acting) 
Patent Policy and Programs Administrator 
Charles E. Van Horn 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, 
Editor, J. Michael Thesz 
Office of Special Program Examination 
Director, Manuel A. Antonakas 
Office of Petitions 
Director, Jeffrey V. Nase 
Deputy Assistant Commissioner, 
Stephen G. Kunin 
Patent Programs Administrator, 
Howard Goldberg 
Patent Examining Corps 
Chemical Examining Groups 
Group 1100, Director, 
Edward E. Kubasiewicz 
Group 1200, Director, John F. Terapane 
Group 1300, Director, 
Richard V. Fisher 
Group 1500, Director, James O. Thomas .. 
Group 1800, Director, 
Barry S. Richmond (Acting) 
Electrical Examining Groups 
Group 2100, Director, Donald G. Kelly .... 
Group 2200, Director, 
Robert E. Garrett 
Group 2300, Director, Gerald Goldberg .... 
Group 2400, Director, Carlton R. Croyle .. 
Group 2500, Director, Joseph J. Rolla 
Group 2600, Director, Bobby R. Gray 
Mechanical Examining Groups 
Group 3100, Director, Frederick 


305-8800 
305-9054 
305-8985 
305-9384 
305-9282 
305-8850 
305-8800 


308-1495 
.- 308-0193 


308-1193 
308-2359 


308-1123 
308-0658 
308-0753 


305-9700 
308-0777 


Group 3200, Director, Nicholas Godici 
Group 3300, Director, John J. Love 
Group 3400, Director, John E. Kittle 


308-1078 
308-0873 
308-0975 
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Group 3500, Director, Al L. Smith 
Office of Patent Program and Documentation 
Control, Director, Richard Rouck 
Search and Information Resources, 
Administrator, William S. Lawson 


308-1020 
305-9232 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 
FOR TRADEMARKS 


Assistant Commissioner, 
Robert M. Anderson (Acting) 
Deputy Assistant Commissioner, 
Robert M. Anderson 
Office of Quality Review, Director, 
Charles J. Condro 
Office of Trademark Program Analysis 
Director, Kimberly A. Krehely 
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, 
Chairman, J. David Sams 
Trademark Examining Operation, 
Director, David E. Bucher 


Administrator for Trademark Policy and 
Procedures, James T. Walsh 


Administrator for Petitions and Classification 
Jessie N. Marshall 


Administrator for Trademark Procedures 

and Special Projects, Mary C. Cipparone .. 308-9000 
ext. 46 

Law Office 3, Managing Attorney, 
Kathryn Dobbs 

Law Office 4, Managing Attorney, 
Sharon Marsh 

Law Office 5, Managing Attorney, 
Mary Sparrow 

Law Office 6, Managing Attorney 
Myra Kurzbard 

Law Office 7, Managing Attorney 
David Shallant 

Law Office 8, Managing Attorney, 
Thomas Lamone 

Law Office 9, Managing Attorney, 
Sidney Moskowitz 

Law Office 10, Managing Attorney, 


308-9107 
308-9108 


Law Office 11, Managing Attorney, 
Thomas Howell 
Law Office 12, Managing Attorney, 


Law Office 13, Managing Attorney, 
ee ae 308-9113 
Law Office 14, Managing Attorney, 
E. Ronald Williams 
Law Office 15, Managing Attorney, 
Paul Fahrenkopf 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 
FOR PUBLIC SERVICES AND ADMINISTRATION 


Assistant Commissioner, Theresa A. Brelsford 
Deputy Assistant Commissioner, 
Wesley Gewehr 
Office of Administrative Services, 
Director, John D. Hassett 
Office of Public Records 
Director, Patrick Rowe 
AssignmentCertification Services Division 
Mary Turowski 
Maintenance Fee Division 


305-9100 
305-9110 
305-8183 


Center for Patent and Trademark Services 


Patent & Trademark Depository Library Program 
Public Search Services Division 
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Trademark/Assignment Search Branch 
Doris Kahn 
Patent Search Branch 
Edith Wilkness 
Public Information Services Division 
Jean Oliver 305-7676 
Office of National and International Application Review 
Director, Anne Kelly 
Application Processing Division, 


308-0595 


308-0921 
Micrographics Division, 
Gloria Newson 
PCT International Division, 
Gary Smith 
Office of Publications and Dissemination 
Director, Richard Bawcombe 
Publishing Division, Syivia F. Martin 
Statistical Analysis Division, 


308-6024 
305-3217 


305-8594 
305-8383 


305-8263 
System and Contract Division, 
Edwin P. Hall 
Office of Procurement 
Director, Stanley H. Livingstone 


305-8492 
305-8014 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 
FOR FINANCE AND PLANNING 


Assistant Commissioner, Bradford R. Huther 
Office of Budget, Planning and Evaluation 
Director, James R. Lynch 


305-9200 
305-8175 
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Office of Finance, 
Director, W. B. Erwin 
Office of Personnel, 
Director, Colleen Woodard 
Office of Long-Range Planning and Evaluation, 
Director Frances Michalkewicz 
Office of Civil Rights 
Director, William Williams 


305-8651 

305-8062 

305-8510 
305-8292 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 
INFORMATION SYSTEMS 


Assistant Commissioner Thomas P. Giammo 

Deputy Assistant Commissioner Boyd Alexander 

Directorate for Systems 

Development and Maintenance 
Director, Robert Mason 

Directorate for Information Resources and Services 
Director, Linda Budney 

Directorate for Central Computer Operations 
Director, James Oberthaler 


305-9400 


305-8834 


OFFICE OF ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER 
FOR EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 


Assistant Commissioner, Michael K. Kirk 
Office of Public Affairs, Director, 
Gil Weidenfeld 
Office of Legislation and International Affairs, 
Director, (Vacant) 


305-9300 
305-8341 
305-9300 
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PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE NOTICES 


Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) Information 


For information concerning PCT member countries, see the 
notice appearing in the Official Gazette at 1153 O.G. 3, on Aug. 
3, 1993. 

For use of the European Patent Office as an International 
Searching Authority for international applications filed in the 
United States Receiving Office, see the notice appearing in the 
Official Gazette at 1022 O.G. 52, on Sept. 28, 1982. 

For use of the European Patent Office as an International 
Preliminary Examining Authority for international applications 
filed in the United States Receiving Office, see the notices 
appearing in the Official Gazette at 1080 0.G. 2, on July 7, 1987 
and at 1091 O.G. 2, on June 7, 1988. There is no longer a limit on 
the number of such international applications accepted for 
international preliminary examination by the European Patent 
Office; see the notice appearing at 1116 O.G. 32, on July 17, 
1990. 

The search fee of the European Patent Office was changed, 
effective Oct. 1, 1993, due to changes in the exchange rate of the 
U.S. dollar to the German mark, and was announced in the 
Official Gazette at 1154 O.G. 25, on Sept. 14, 1993. 

International fees were changed, effective on May 1, 1993, 
due to changes in the exchange rate of the U.S. dollar with regard 
to the Swiss franc, and were announced in the Official Gazette at 
1148 O.G. 20, on Mar. 9, 1993. 

Certain domestic PCT fees and charges for International 
Search and Preliminary Examination were changed, effective 
Oct. 1, 1992, and were announced in the Official Gazette at 1141 
O.G. 68, on Aug. 25, 1992. 

The schedule of PCT fees (in U.S. dollars), effective Oct., 1, 
1993, is as follows: 


International Applications (PCT Chapter I) fees: 
INEGI occctcconcascrssistiussceseanrsiadeseeucapcotinei 
Search Fee 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) as 

International Searching Authority (ISA) 

—No corresponding prior U.S. national 
application filed 

—Corresponding prior U.S. national 
application filed 

—Supplemental search fee, per 
additional invention 

European Patent Office as ISA 

International fees 
Basic fee 
Basic Supplemental fee (for each page 

over 30) 
Designation fee per country or region 
For the first 10 national or regional 
offices designated 
For each designation fee in excess 
Oe DIO sic keincccecssnenecesnernsccarcsseitecusieuies No Charge 


Precautionary designation fee and confirmation fee for each 
precautionary designation confirmed (PCT Rule 15.5) 
Designation fee 128.00 
Confirmation fee 64.00 

International Application (PCT Chapter II) fees associated 
with filing a Demand for Preliminary Examination 

Handling fee 

Preliminary examination fee 

USPTO as International Preliminary 
Examining Authority (IPEA) 

—USPTO was ISA in PCT Chapter I 
—Additional examination fee, per 
additional invention (payable only 

upon invitation 

—USPTO was not ISA in PCT Chapter I 

—Additional examination fee, 


162.00 


per additional invention (payable 


only upon invitation 230.00 


U.S. National Stage fees Entity Regular 
Basic National fee 
USPTO was IPEA 
All claims presented satisfied 
provisions of PCT Article 
33(2) to (4) 
All claims presented did not satisfy 
provisons of PCT Article 
0) _ En 
USPTO was ISA but not 
USPTO was neither ISA nor 
IPEA 
Filed without a search report from 
the European Patent Office or the 
Japanese Patent Office 
Filed with a search report from 
the European Patent Office or the 
Japanese Patent Office 


950.00 


830.00 


Other National Fees 
—For each independent 
en i, a re 
—For each claim in excess of 


37.00 74.00 

22.00 

—For each application con- 
taining a multiple depen- 
dent claim 

—Surcharge for filing oath or 
declaration after the time 
limit applicable under PCT 
Article 22 or 39(1) 

—Processing fee for filing 
English translation after 
the time limit applicable 
under PCT Article 22 or 


115.00 230.00 


65.00 


130.00 130.00 


Sept. 13, 1993 BRUCE A. LEHMAN, 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce and 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks. 


Notice of Maintenance Fees Payable 


Title 37, Code of Federal Regulations, Section 1.362(d) pro- 
vides that maintenance fees may be paid without surcharge for a 
six-month period beginning 3, 7, and 11 years after the date of 
issue of patents based on application filed on or after Dec. 12, 
1980. An additional six-month grace period is provided by 35 
U.S.C. 41(b) and 37 CFR 1.362(e) for payment of the mainte- 
nance fee with the surcharge set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(h), as 
amended effective Dec. 16, 1991. If the maintenance fee is not 
paid in a patent requiring such payment the patent will expire on 
the 4th, 8th or 12th anniversary of the patent. 

Attention is drawn to the patents which were issued on January 
1, 1991 for which maintenance fees due at 3 years and six months 
may now be paid. The patents have patent numbers within the 
following ranges: 


Utility Patents 4,980,927 through 4,982,446 
Reissue Patents based on the above identified patents. 


Attention is drawn to the patents which were issued on De- 
cember 30, 1986 for which maintenance fees due at 7 years 
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and six months may now be paid. The patents have patent 
numbers within the following ranges: 


Utility Patents 4,631,752 through 4,633,525 
Reissue Patents based on the above identified patents. 


Attention is drawn to the patents which were issued on De- 
cember 28, 1982 for which maintenance fees due at | 1 years and 
six months may now be paid. the patents have patent numbers 
within the following ranges: 


Utility Patents 4,365,351 through 4,366,578 
Reissue Patents based on the above identified patents. 


No maintenance fees are required for design or plant patents. 


Payments of maintenance fees in patents should be directed to 
“Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, Box M. Fee, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20231.” 

For patents based on applications filed on or after December 
12, 1980, but before August 27, 1982, patent owners must 
establish small entity status according to 37 CFR 1.27 if they 
have not done so and if they wish to pay the small entity amount. 

The current amounts of the maintenance fees due at 3 years 
and six months and 7 years and six months and || years and six 
months are set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(e) - (g), as amended Oct. 1, 
1992, which are reproduced below: 

37 CFR § 1.20 Post-issuance fees 


(e) For maintaining an original or reissue patent, except 


a design or plant patent, based on an application filed on 
or after after Dec. 12, 1980 , in force beyond 4 years; the fee 
is due by three years and six months after the original grant: 


By a small entity (§ 1.9(f)) $465.00 
By other than a small entity ...............ccccssceceeseeeeeee $930.00 


(f) For maintaining an original or reissue patent, except a design 
or plant patent, based on an application filed on or after Dec. 
12, 1980 in force beyond 8 years; the fee is due by seven years 
and six months after the original grant: 


hi LL Bh) een See $935.00 
By other than a small entity $1,870.00 


(g) For maintaining an original or reissue patent except a design 
or plant patent, based on an application filed on or after Dec. 
12, 1980, in force beyond 12 years; the fee is due by eleven 
years and six months after the original grant: 


By a small entity(§ 1.9(f)) $1,410.00 
By other than a small entity .................:csescesseeee $2,820.00 


The amounts of the surcharges for paying the maintenance fee 
during the grace period or after the expiration of the patent are 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.20(h), and (i), which are reproduced 
below: 


(h) Surcharge for paying a maintenance fee during the 6-month 
grace period following the expiration of three years and six 
months , seven years and six months, and eleven years and six 
months after the date of the original grant of a patent based on 
an application filed on or after Dec. 12, 1980 


BY Oe GH GREY OG TSI) on ncnsaneneecescccccoesirecscnesensonsee $65.00 
By other than a small entity $130.00 


(i) Surcharge for accepting a maintenance fee after expiration of 
a patent for non-timely payment of a maintenance fee where 
the delay is shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner to 
have been 


(1) unavoidable 
(2) unintentional 


$620.00 
$1,500.00 


Notice of Expiration of Patents 
Due to Failure to Pay Maintenance Fees 


35 U.S.C. 41 and 37 CFR 1.362(g) provide that if the required 
maintenance fee and any applicable surcharge are not paid in a 
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patent requiring such payment, the patent will expire at the end 
of the 4th, 8th, or 12th anniversary of the grant of the patent 
depending on the first maintenance fee which was not paid. 

According to the records of the Office, the patents listed below 
have expired due to failure to pay the required maintenance fee 
and any applicable surcharge. 


PATENTS WHICH EXPIRED OCTOBER 24, 1993 

DUE TO FAILURE TO PAY MAINTENANCE FEES 
Patent Number Serial Number Issue Date 
4,296,936 
4,297,619 
4,547,904 
4,547,914 
4,547,915 
4,547,918 
4,547,920 
4,547,921 
4,547,927 
4,547,941 
4,547,944 
4,547,953 
4,547,954 
4,547,957 
4,547,958 
4,547,962 
4,547,965 
4,547,967 
4,547,969 
4,547,976 
4,547,977 
4,547,983 
4,547,986 
4,547,996 
4,547,999 
4,548,000 
4,548,005 
4,548,007 
4,548,008 
4,548,015 
4,548,016 
4,548,022 
4,548,025 
4,548,027 
4,548,030 
4,548,032 
4,548,034 
4,548,037 
4,548,038 
4,548,047 
4,548,050 
4,548,053 
4,548,055 
4,548,065 
4,548,067 
4,548,068 
4,548,071 
4,548,072 
4,548,074 
4,548,075 
4,548,077 
4,548,080 
4,548,083 
4,548,087 
4,548,089 
4,548,090 
4,548,095 
4,548,096 
5,458,100 
4,548,102 
4,548,107 
4,548,109 
4,548,114 
4,548,118 
4,548,120 
4,548,123 
4,548,127 


06/133,784 
06/222,205 
06/44 1 068 
06/546,825 
06/672,147 
06/523,777 
06/543,500 
06/387,291 
06/559,335 
06/473,745 
06/585,450 
06/638,801 
06/510,414 
06/636,562 
06/610,911 
06/433,294 
06/58 1,177 
06/612,574 
06/575,142 
06/426,433 
06/612,328 
06/467 827 
06/453,511 
06/604 ,064 
06/442,297 
06/564,079 
06/58 1,580 
06/590, 160 
06/479, 103 
06/5 16,617 
06/524,511 
06/538, 146 
06/666,479 
06/586,915 
06/600,519 
06/5 16,508 
06/598, 153 
06/520,757 
06/561 ,718 
06/440,630 
06/499,619 
06/617,656 
06/58 1,893 
06/499,065 
06/598 ,369 
06/550,61 1 
06/528,690 
06/637 ,689 
06/549,909 
06/576,223 
06/588 ,937 
06/594,116 
06/548,582 
06/627,946 
06/606, 195 
06/589,034 
06/39 1,249 
06/639 ,086 
06/653,468 
06/565,916 
06/532,241 
06/506,849 
06/646,923 
06/547,058 
06/562,350 
06/344,055 
06/520,030 


10/27/81 
10/27/81 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
10/22/85 
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Patent Number Serial Number Issue Date 4,548,916 06/573,344 10/22/85 

4,548,917 06/583,208 10/22/85 
4,548,643 06/563,583 10/22/85 4,548,927 06/497 ,786 10/22/85 
4,548,648 06/616,378 10/22/85 4,548,928 06/672,65 1 10/22/85 
4,548,655 06/554,410 10/22/85 4,548,929 06/486,211 10/22/85 
4,548,656 06/398 ,334 10/22/85 4,548,930 06/565 ,664 10/22/85 
4,548,661 06/375,640 10/22/85 4,548,933 06/560,964 10/22/85 
4,548,666 06/604,411 10/22/85 4,548,935 06/691 ,971 10/22/85 
4,548,667 06/594,327 10/22/85 4,548,940 06/563,497 10/22/85 
4,548,669 06/558,878 10/22/85 4,548,941 06/635,953 10/22/85 
4,548,670 06/633,124 10/22/85 4,548,942 06/554,699 10/22/85 
4,548,675 06/554,909 10/22/85 4,548,944 06/465,572 10/22/85 
4,548,677 06/547 ,196 10/22/85 4,548,947 06/607 ,375 10/22/85 
4,548,678 06/494,016 10/22/85 4,548,948 06/58 1,440 10/22/85 
4,548,679 06/556,065 10/22/85 4,548,949 06/527,716 10/22/85 
4,548,682 06/618,512 10/22/85 4,548,951 06/487 ,335 10/22/85 
4,548,683 06/655,659 10/22/85 4,548,953 06/625,170 10/22/85 
4,548,684 06/620,388 10/22/85 4,548,956 06/7 13,373 10/22/85 
4,548,686 06/57 1,969 10/22/85 4,548,957 06/689,842 10/22/85 
4,548,687 06/490,085 10/22/85 4,548,959 06/545,182 10/22/85 
4,548,692 06/638,275 10/22/85 4,548,965 06/648,171 10/22/85 
4,548,697 06/568,766 10/22/85 4,548,968 06/624,176 10/22/85 
4,548,707 06/602,856 10/22/85 4,548,970 06/644,708 10/22/85 
4,548,711 06/414,111 10/22/85 4,548,971 06/626,842 10/22/85 
4,548,712 06/429, 166 10/22/85 4,548,976 06/61 1,807 10/22/85 
4,548,720 06/487,196 10/22/85 4,548,979 06/453,649 10/22/85 
4,548,724 06/614,606 10/22/85 4,548,987 06/647 ,453 10/22/85 
4,548,725 06/495,566 10/22/85 4,548,990 06/523,236 10/22/85 
4,548,726 06/672,045 10/22/85 4,548,991 06/493,081 10/22/85 
4,548,727 06/539,515 10/22/85 4,548,992 06/632,212 10/22/85 
4,548,728 06/7 10,088 10/22/85 4,548,994 06/529,245 10/22/85 
4,548,736 06/527 ,345 10/22/85 4,548,996 06/569,016 10/22/85 
4,548,738 06/626,565 10/22/85 4,549,000 06/586,330 10/22/85 
4,548,739 06/601 ,098 10/22/85 4,549,001 06/654,923 10/22/85 
4,548,740 06/569,444 10/22/85 4,549,002 06/615,444 10/22/85 
4,548,747 06/490,274 10/22/85 4,549,004 06/640,475 10/22/85 
4,548,750 06/542,329 10/22/85 4,549,006 06/644,515 10/22/85 
4,548,751 06/519,874 10/22/85 4,549,008 06/640,281 10/22/85 
4,548,755 06/469,490 10/22/85 4,549,016 06/690,013 10/22/85 
4,578,758 06/645,587 10/22/85 4,549,019 06/394,392 10/22/85 
4,548,759 06/645,735 10/22/85 4,549,022 06/667,528 10/22/85 
4,548,760 06/657,561 10/22/85 4,549,023 06/636,293 10/22/85 
4,548,767 06/535,464 10/22/85 4,549,024 06/668,219 10/22/85 
4,548,769 06/696,483 10/22/85 4,549,026 06/353,872 10/22/85 
4,548,773 06/386,618 10/22/85 4,549,029 06/482,353 10/22/85 
4,548,774 06/515,134 10/22/85 4,549,030 06/547 ,317 10/22/85 
4,548,775 06/568,545 10/22/85 4,549,035 06/543,343 10/22/85 
4,548,777 06/367 ,225 10/22/85 4,549,038 06/524,868 10/22/85 
4,548,780 06/341 ,958 10/22/85 4,549,045 06/449,611 10/22/85 
4,548,781 06/512,129 10/22/85 4,549,046 06/523,115 10/22/85 
4,548,789 06/525,788 10/22/85 4,549,049 06/5 14,540 10/22/85 
4,548,791 06/537,945 10/22/85 4,549,051 06/580,343 10/22/85 
4,548,795 06/608 806 10/22/85 4,549,055 06/560,851 10/22/85 
4,548,798 06/601 ,079 10/22/85 4,549,060 06/533,162 10/22/85 
4,548,800 06/404,259 10/22/85 4,549,063 06/5 15,947 10/22/85 
4,548,804 06/593,058 10/22/85 4,549,066 06/583,543 10/22/85 
4,548,811 06/545,817 10/22/85 4,549,070 06/677 ,739 10/22/85 
4,548,829 06/573,304 10/22/85 4,549,072 06/455,001 10/22/85 
4,548,833 06/461 ,702 10/22/85 4,549,074 06/5 13,289 10/22/85 
4,548,836 06/705,297 10/22/85 4,549,080 06/505,387 10/22/85 
4,548,839 06/591 ,798 10/22/85 4,549,085 06/484,930 10/22/85 
4,548,840 06/608,891 10/22/85 4,549,088 06/459,022 10/22/85 
4,548,841 06/597,217 10/22/85 4,549,097 06/483,449 10/22/85 
4,548,843 06/609,913 10/22/85 4,549,098 06/410,999 10/22/85 
4,548,851 06/512,715 10/22/85 4,549,099 06/487,761 10/22/85 
4,548,861 06/537,728 10/22/85 4,549,109 06/625,199 10/22/85 
4,548,866 06/542,944 10/22/85 4,549,111 06/431,151 10/22/85 
4,548,870 06/588,751 10/22/85 4,549,112 06/450,521 10/22/85 
4,548,872 06/633,796 10/22/85 4,549,135 06/455,051 10/22/85 
4,548,875 06/593,220 10/22/85 4,549,139 06/500,665 10/22/85 
4,548,876 06/661 ,851 10/22/85 4,549,140 06/500,666 10/22/85 
4,548,878 06/7 10,607 10/22/85 4,549,143 06/628,179 10/22/85 
4,548,881 06/699,765 10/22/85 4,549,154 06/689,516 10/22/85 
4,548,887 06/627,557 10/22/85 4,549,155 06/420,433 10/22/85 
4,548,890 06/595,448 10/22/85 4,549,165 06/623,737 10/22/85 
4,548,896 06/586,770 10/22/85 4,549,172 06/587,869 10/22/85 
4,548,901 06/506,476 10/22/85 4,549,177 06/482,692 10/22/85 
4,548,903 06/595,153 10/22/85 4,549,183 06/404,236 10/22/85 
4,548,908 06/498,864 10/22/85 4,549,184 06/373,806 10/22/85 
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Patent Number Serial Number Issue Date 4,875,420 07/222,323 10/24/89 

4,875,423 07/076, 163 10/24/89 
4,549,185 06/3 17,606 10/22/85 4,875,424 07/180,336 10/24/89 
4,549,188 06/569,354 10/22/85 4,875,427 07/279,516 10/24/89 
4,549,192 06/636,471 10/22/85 4,875,428 07/141,020 10/24/89 
4,549,195 06/485,091 10/22/85 4,875,429 07/213,200 10/24/89 
4,549,196 06/405,000 10/22/85 4,875,430 07/183,235 10/24/89 
4,549,204 06/443,883 10/22/85 4,875,435 07/159,805 10/24/89 
4,549,211 06/480,967 10/22/85 4,875,437 07/128,438 10/24/89 
4,549,213 06/611,849 10/22/85 4,875,444 07/225,188 10/24/89 
4,549,216 06/561 ,069 10/22/85 4,875,458 07/297,135 10/24/89 
4,549,239 06/323,029 10/22/85 4,875,459 07/095,746 10/24/89 
4,549,240 06/444,793 10/22/85 4,875,470 07/183,787 10/24/89 
4,549,257 06/418,782 10/22/85 4,875,473 07/847,934 10/24/89 
4,549,259 06/504,436 10/22/85 4,875,477 07/211,966 10/24/89 
4,549,263 06/679,610 10/22/85 4,875,478 07/333,760 10/24/89 
4,549,267 06/503,185 10/22/85 4,875,490 07/240,805 10/24/89 
4,549,269 06/558,173 10/22/85 4,875,491 07/172,284 10/24/89 
4,549,277 06/529,336 10/22/85 4,875,493 07/256,711 10/24/89 
4,549,283 06/529,302 10/22/85 4,875,494 07/152,951 10/24/89 
4,549,285 06/396,008 10/22/85 4,875,496 07/213,635 10/24/89 
4,549,286 06/468,722 10/22/85 4,875,497 06/602,763 10/24/89 
4,549,293 06/566,767 10/22/85 4,875,498 07/345,902 10/24/89 
4,549,308 06/397,131 10/22/85 4,875,501 07/333,081 10/24/89 
4,549,310 06/594,824 10/22/85 4,875,509 07/156,444 10/24/89 
4,875,235 07/224,667 10/24/89 4,875,521 07/019,693 10/24/89 
4,875,236 07/117,488 10/24/89 4,875,526 07/283,151 10/24/89 
4,875,239 07/230,306 10/24/89 4,875,535 07/103,138 10/24/89 
4,875,242 07/1 16,857 10/24/89 4,875,538 07/168,366 10/24/89 
4,875,243 07/190,343 10/24/89 4,875,541 07/203,286 10/24/89 
4,875,249 07/192,703 10/24/89 4,875,552 07/214,479 10/24/89 
4,875,250 07/259,512 10/24/89 4,875,555 07/126,024 10/24/89 
4,875,253 07/240,755 10/24/89 4,875,556 07/270,689 10/24/89 
4,875,255 07/277,692 10/24/89 4,875,571 07/134,799 10/24/89 
4,875,256 07/224,998 10/24/89 4,875,579 07/224,676 10/24/89 
4,875,258 07/141,624 10/24/89 4,875,583 07/202,396 10/24/89 
4,875,260 07/063,172 10/24/89 4,875,584 07/287,874 10/24/89 
4,875,261 07/258,858 10/24/89 4,875,596 07/177,546 10/24/89 
4,875,265 07/267,480 10/24/89 4,875,599 07/206,438 10/24/89 
4,875,266 07/072,438 10/24/89 4,875,601 07/226,615 10/24/89 
4,875,267 07/213,613 10/24/89 4,875,602 07/206,726 10/24/89 
4,875,276 07/327,223 10/24/89 4,875,605 07/224,949 10/24/89 
4,875,281 07/276,865 10/24/89 4,875,606 06/717,295 10/24/89 
4,875,286 07/225,670 10/24/89 4,875,609 07/164,389 10/24/89 
4,875,289 07/177,145 10/24/89 4,875,612 07/228,976 10/24/89 
4,875,294 07/286,260 10/24/89 4,875,613 07/324,016 10/24/89 
4,875,296 06/538,537 10/24/89 4,875,623 07/074,885 10/24/89 
4,875,300 07/228,732 10/24/89 4,875,631 07/300,049 10/24/89 
4,875,301 07/244,282 10/24/89 4,875,642 07/155,677 10/24/89 
4,875,302 07/178,597 10/24/89 = 4,875,643 07/247,335 10/24/89 
4,875,303 07/173,549 10/24/89 4,875,645 07/272,128 10/24/89 
4,875,304 07/329,443 10/24/89 4,875,648 07/176,745 10/24/89 
4,875,306 07/210,694 10/24/89 4,875,649 07/220,173 10/24/89 
4,875,320 07/199,017 10/24/89 4,875,651 07/280,668 10/24/89 
4,875,321 07/239,941 10/24/89 4,875,652 07/313,494 10/24/89 
4,875,325 07/183,656 10/24/89 4,875,654 07/139,011 10/24/89 
4,875,330 07/175,809 10/24/89 4,875,655 07/025,541 10/24/89 
4,875,334 07/272,277 10/24/89 4,875,656 07/213,692 10/24/89 
4,875,342 07/061 ,475 10/24/89 4,875,664 07/032,505 10/24/89 
4,875,348 07/183,687 10/24/89 4,875,666 07/068,021 10/24/89 
4,875,349 07/230,914 10/24/89 4,875,675 07/3 16,860 10/24/89 
4,875,350 07/228,336 10/24/89 4,875,676 07/220,517 10/24/89 
4,875,370 07/307,652 10/24/89 4,875,677 07/080,768 10/24/89 
4,875,372 07/189,898 10/24/89 4,875,680 07/232,161 10/24/89 
4,875,373 07/223,307 10/24/89 4,875,682 07/267,392 10/24/89 
4,875,389 07/121,867 10/24/89 4,875,683 07/217,634 10/24/89 
4,875,395 07/230,519 10/24/89 4,875,684 07/146,204 10/24/89 
4,875,397 07/312,362 10/24/89 4,875,688 07/109,918 10/24/89 
4,875,398 07/144,349 10/24/89 4,875,689 07/321,105 10/24/89 
4,875,399 07/210,571 10/24/89 4,875,692 07/110,431 10/24/89 
4,875,402 07/231,007 10/24/89 = 4,875,693 07/238,578 10/24/89 
4,875,405 07/073,592 10/24/89 4,875,699 07/087,368 10/24/89 
4,875,408 07/315,828 10/24/89 4,875,700 07/200,544 10/24/89 
4,875,409 07/068 ,345 10/24/89 4,875,702 07/218,651 10/24/89 
4,875,410 07/148,002 10/24/89 4,875,707 07/199,309 10/24/89 
4,875,414 07/151,713 10/24/89 4,875,708 07/107,984 10/24/89 
4,875,415 07/213,473 10/24/89 4,875,718 07/279,048 10/24/89 
4,875,416 07/145,360 10/24/89 4,875,719 07/301,974 10/24/89 
4,875,418 07/258,078 10/24/89 4,875,721 07/269,675 10/24/89 
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Patent Number Serial Number Issue Date 4,876,150 07/022,801 10/24/89 

4,876,155 07/133,486 10/24/89 
4,875,722 07/252,837 10/24/89 4,876,163 07/135,190 10/24/89 
4,875,727 07/132,363 10/24/89 4,876,168 07/210,788 10/24/89 
4,875,731 07/211,855 10/24/89 4,876,172 07/052,520 10/24/89 
4,875,732 07/221,899 10/24/89 4,876,175 07/191,947 10/24/89 
4,875,737 07/253,494 10/24/89 4,876,176 07/040,416 10/24/89 
4,875,744 07/159,271 10/24/89 4,876,199 06/728,821 10/24/89 
4,875,751 07/075,443 10/24/89 4,876,203 06/790,021 10/24/89 
4,875,755 07/226,825 10/24/89 4,876,206 07/309,422 10/24/89 
4,875,761 07/109,131 10/24/89 4,876,210 07/163,897 10/24/89 
4,875,767 07/163,799 10/24/89 4,876,211 07/230,093 10/24/89 
4,875,771 07/09 1,065 10/24/89 4,876,212 07/103,321 10/24/89 
4,875,778 07/185,838 10/24/89 4,876,225 07/282,384 10/24/89 
4,875,779 07/153,764 10/24/89 4,876,228 07/163,191 10/24/89 
4,875,781 07/196,054 10/24/89 4,876,229 07/200,403 10/24/89 
4,875,786 07/291 ,634 10/24/89 4,876,243 07/089,886 10/24/89 
4,875,790 07/119,054 10/24/89 4,876,251 07/059,951 10/24/89 
4,875,792 07/085,759 10/24/89 4,876,253 07/182,554 10/24/89 
4,875,793 07/056,243 10/24/89 4,876,258 07/226,487 10/24/89 
4,875,799 07/240,623 10/24/89 4,876,264 07/039,450 10/24/89 
4,875,801 07/193,243 10/24/89 4,876,266 07/140,053 10/24/89 
4,875,807 07/195,686 10/24/89 4,876,267 07/066,498 10/24/89 
4,875,809 07/187,376 10/24/89 4,876,273 07/220,650 10/24/89 
4,875,811 07/301 ,985 10/24/89 4,876,275 07/176,700 10/24/89 
4,875,812 07/180,242 10/24/89 4,876,277 07/055,737 10/24/89 
4,875,815 07/169,532 10/24/89 4,876,280 07/166,356 10/24/89 
4,875,817 07/070,822 10/24/89 4,876,281 07/093,001 10/24/89 
4,875,819 07/255,955 10/24/89 4,876,283 07/325,684 10/24/89 
4,875,820 07/175,346 10/24/89 4,876,285 07/018,768 10/24/89 
4,875,821 07/185,320 10/24/89 = 4,876,287 06/929,005 10/24/89 
4,875,826 07/224,344 10/24/89 4,876,290 07/154,357 10/24/89 
4,875,837 06/904,401 10/24/89 4,876,297 07/219,459 10/24/89 
4,875,848 07/162,296 10/24/89 4,876,310 06/834,423 10/24/89 
4,875,854 07/171,763 10/24/89 4,876,321 07/017,285 10/24/89 
4,875,864 07/322,613 10/24/89 4,876,327 07/192,626 10/24/89 
4,875,866 07/237,130 10/24/89 = 4,876,333 06/787 ,354 10/24/89 
4,875,871 06/670,322 10/24/89 4,876,335 07/067,798 10/24/89 
4,875,885 07/108,687 10/24/89 4,876,339 07/322,328 10/24/89 
4,875,887 07/221,675 10/24/89 4,876,340 07/154,760 10/24/89 
4,875,889 07/253,834 10/24/89 4,876,345 07/202,597 10/24/89 
4,875,900 07/099,780 10/24/89 4,876,351 07/114,841 10/24/89 
4,875,917 07/173,725 10/24/89 4,876,353 07/147,415 10/24/89 
4,875,921 07/067 ,428 10/24/89 4,876,359 07/103,415 10/24/89 
4,875,922 07/133,450 10/24/89 4,876,360 07/333,349 10/24/89 
4,875,926 07/150,680 10/24/89 4,876,368 07/197,936 10/24/89 
4,875,936 07/068 ,663 10/24/89 4,876,375 07/189,101 10/24/89 
4,876,939 07/241,899 10/24/89 4,876,377 07/171,602 10/24/89 
4,875,948 07/179,325 10/24/89 4,876,382 07/143,636 10/24/89 
4,875,953 07/278,672 10/24/89 = 4,876,399 07/115,665 10/24/89 
4,875,954 07/160,350 10/24/89 4,876,405 07/072,641 10/24/89 
4,875,962 07/127,420 10/24/89 4,876,410 07/271,135 10/24/89 
4,875,966 07/242,580 10/24/89 4,876,417 07/300,674 10/24/89 
4,875,992 07/134,798 10/24/89 4,876,427 07/173,308 10/24/89 
4,875,996 07/153,478 10/24/89 4,876,428 07/271,537 10/24/89 
4,876,001 07/034,986 10/24/89 4,876,431 07/197,158 10/24/89 
4,876,008 07/254,043 10/24/89 4,876,435 07/143,332 10/24/89 
4,876,010 07/252,117 10/24/89 4,876,444 07/164,880 10/24/89 
4,876,032 07/091,251 10/24/89 4,876,448 07/259,479 10/24/89 
4,876,033 07/185,606 10/24/89 4,876,453 06/830,788 10/24/89 
4,876,035 07/057 ,468 10/24/89 4,876,454 07/138,372 10/24/89 
4,876,041 07/245,929 10/24/89 4,876,459 07/270,769 10/24/89 
4,876,043 07/235,433 10/24/89 4,876,460 07/329,194 10/24/89 
4,876,050 07/105,653 10/24/89 4,876,461 07/314,721 10/24/89 
4,876,053 07/224,247 10/24/89 4,876,463 07/183,964 10/24/89 
4,876,055 07/151,283 10/24/89 4,876,469 07/191,161 10/24/89 
4,876,059 07/219,783 10/24/89 4,876,475 07/187,149 10/24/89 
4,876,061 07/236,291 10/24/89 4,876,477 07/137,050 10/24/89 
4,876,073 07/139,078 10/24/89 4,876,490 07/134,010 10/24/89 
4,878,079 07/201 382 10/24/89 4,876,496 07/158,932 10/24/89 
4,876,083 07/095,861 10/24/89 4,876,499 07/269,618 10/24/89 
4,876,084 07/076,872 10/24/89 4,876,500 07/227,615 10/24/89 
4,876,095 06/865,509 10/24/89 4,876,507 07/270,914 10/24/89 
4,876,115 07/163,672 10/24/89 4,876,508 07/259,000 10/24/89 
4,876,117 07/152,119 10/24/89 4,876,526 07/187,967 10/24/89 
4,876,122 07/171,745 10/24/89 = 4,876,531 07/208,257 10/24/89 
4,876,127 07/269,030 10/24/89 4,876,532 07/210,752 10/24/89 
4,876,135 07/133,646 10/24/89 4,876,533 07/259,474 10/24/89 
4,876,142 07/333,372 10/24/89 4,876,535 07/093,717 10/24/89 
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Patent Number Serial Number Issue Date 


4,876,547 
4,876,548 
4,876,551 
4,876,572 
4,876,584 
4,876,597 
4,876,598 
4,876,602 
4,876,614 
4,876,618 
4,876,627 
4,876,635 
4,876,638 
4,876,645 


07/243,755 
06/943,419 
07/066,760 
07/244,354 
07/093,701 
07/233,711 
07/196,386 
07/189,073 
07/259,434 
07/094,295 
07/334,911 
07/288,909 
07/154,863 
07/027,117 


10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
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4,876,649 
4,876,655 
4,876,658 
4,876,659 
4,876,660 
4,876,663 
4,876,674 
4,876,691 
4,876,693 
4,876,695 
4,876,697 
4,876,721 
4,876,724 
4,876,727 
4,876,737 
4,876,741 


07/046,006 
06/803,186 
06/897 ,942 
07/188,822 
07/034,829 
07/042,111 
07/232,226 
07/245,109 
06/686,339 
07/062,145 
07/206,553 
07/163,673 
07/188,221 
07/008,950 
06/935,197 
07/087,914 


10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 
10/24/89 


NOTIFICATION OF ACCEPTANCE OF DELAYED PAYMENT OF MAINTENANCE FEE 
(35 U.S.C. 41(c); 37 CFR 1.378) 


The patent(s) listed below are considered as not having expired but are subject to the conditions set forth in 35 U.S.C. 
41(c)(2), in view of the Petition to Accept Late Payment of the maintenance fees which has been GRANTED BY THE 
COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS, as provided for under 35 U.S.C. 41(c)(1) and 37 CFR 1.378. 


Patent No. Serial No. 
4,377,477 
4,395,042 
4,416,077 
4,427,773 
4,448,735 
4,478,299 
4,498,870 
4,499,148 
4,520,666 
4,526,906 
4,533,280 
4,549,520 
4,558,781 
4,681,055 
4,725,126 
4,731,189 
4,733,436 
4,757,408 
4,765,354 
4,805,939 
4,820,754 
4,822,473 
4,822,611 
4,823,111 
4,828,470 
4,832,489 
4,843,641 
4,846,179 
4,853,981 
4,854,090 
4,856,066 
4,856,989 
4,858,299 
4,866,433 


06/283,034 
06/356,776 
06/388,272 
06/255,169 
06/43 1,893 
06/362,282 
06/434,260 
06/456,637 
06/560,354 
06/529,844 
06/498 ,305 
06/635,242 
06/277 ,344 
06/804,870 
06/84 1,326 
06/912,413 
07/040,370 
06/866, 150 
07/100,836 
07/068,723 
07/146,912 
07/189,111 
06/939,949 
07/158,915 


06/84 1,544 
07/178,384 
07/059,334 
07/123,609 
07/080,671 
06/927,380 
07/223,379 
07/219,077 
07/019,807 


Reissue Applications Filed 


Notice under 37 CFR 1.11 (b). The reissue applications listed below are 
open to inspection by the general public in the indicated Examining 
Groups and copies may be obtained by paying the fee therefor (37 CFR 
1.21 (b)). 


4,707,095, Re. S.N. 08/094,357, July 21, 1993, Cl. 354, FILM 
REWINDER, Yoshiyuki Hakano, et. al., Owner of Record: 
Hikon Corporation, Tokyo, Japan, Attorney or Agent: Mitchell 
W. Shapiro, Ex. Gp.: 2100 


5,056,518, Re. S.N. 08/138,230, Oct. 15, 1993, Cl. 128/41 9F, 
OPTIMIZATION OF BONE FORMATION AT CATHODES, 
Brian A. Pethica, et. al., Owner of Record: Electro-Bionlogy, 


Patent Date 


3/22/83 
7/26/83 
11/22/83 
1/24/84 
5/15/84 
10/23/84 
2/12/85 
2/12/85 
6/04/85 
7/02/85 
8/06/85 
10/29/85 
12/17/85 
7/21/87 
2/16/88 
3/15/88 
3/29/88 
7/12/88 
8/23/88 
2/21/89 
4/11/89 
4/18/89 
4/18/89 
4/18/89 
5/09/89 
5/23/89 
7/04/89 
T/LL/89 
8/08/89 
8/08/89 
8/08/89 
8/15/89 
8/22/89 
9/12/89 


Application 


Delayed Payment 
Filing Date 


Acceptance Date 


7/13/81 
3/10/82 
6/14/82 
4/17/91 
9/30/82 
3/26/82 
4/09/84 
1/10/83 
12/12/83 
9/06/83 
5/26/83 
7/27/84 
6/25/81 
12/05/85 
3/19/86 
9/29/86 
4/16/87 
5/21/86 
9/25/87 
6/30/87 
1/22/88 
5/02/88 
12/09/86 
2/22/88 
7/21/88 
3/19/86 
4/06/88 
6/08/87 
11/20/87 
6/08/87 
11/06/86 
7/25/88 
7/14/88 
2/27/87 


9/30/93 

8/18/93 
10/26/93 
10/21/93 
10/21/93 
10/28/93 
10/26/93 
10/21/93 

9/27/93 
10/26/93 
10/21/93 

6/30/93 

6/30/93 
10/26/93 
10/26/93 
10/21/93 

9/28/93 
10/26/93 

6/15/93 
10/27/93 
10/26/93 

9/30/93 
10/21/93 
10/21/93 
10/26/93 
10/26/93 
10/26/93 
10/26/93 
10/27/93 
10/21/93 
10/26/93 
10/27/93 
10/21/93 
10/27/93 


Inc., Parsippany, N.J., Attorney or Agent: William F. Bahret, Ex. 
Gp.: 3305 


5,062,151, Re. S.N. 08/144,746, Oct. 28, 1993, Cl. 455/617, 
LOCATING SYSTEM AND METHOD, Robert T. Shipley, 
Owner of Record: Fisher Berkeley Corporation, Oakland, Ca- 
lif., Attorney or Agent: Harold C. Hohbach, Ex. Gp.: 2611 


5,062,535, Re. S.N. 08/145,845, Nov. 1, 1993, Cl. 211/162, 
SIDE-SLIDING STORAGE RACK FOR 3480 CARTRIDGES, 
Frank Potter, Owner of Record: Wright Line, Inc., Worcester, 
Mass., Attorney or Agent: Thomas W. Ehrmann, Ex. Gp.: 3505 


5,065,136, Re. S.N. 08/148,845, Nov. 8, 1993, Cl. 340/545, 
DOOR SECURITY SYSTEM, George Frolov, et. al., Owner of 
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Record: Harrow Products, Inc., Grand Rapid's Michigan, Attor- 
ney or Agent: Guy D. Yale, Ex. Gp.: 2617 


5,102,353, Re. S.N. 08/144,863, Oct.28, 1993, Cl. 439/608, 
ELECTRICAL CONNECTORS, David L. Brunker, et. al., Owner 
of Record: Molex Incorporated, Lisle, lll., Attorney or Agent: 
Charles S. Cohen, Ex. Gp.: 3202 


5,116,071, Re. S.N. 08/114,284, Oct. 25, 1993, Cl. 280/281.1, 
COMPOSITE BICYCLE FRAME, Craig D. Calfee, Owner of 
Record: Inventor, Attorney or Agent: Jonathan A. Small, Ex. Gp.: 
3106 


5,149,231, Re. S.N. 08/146,321, Nov. 2, 1993, Cl. 408/82, 
COUNTERBORE, Roy E. Bowling, Owner of Record: Inventor, 
Attorney or Agent: Ralph F. Crandell, Ex. Gp.: 3202 


5,178,234, Re. S.N. 08/146,215, Nov. 1, 1993, Cl. 186/61, 
CHECKOUT APPARATUS, Harvo Sakurai, et. al., Owner of 
Record: Tokyo Electric Co., Lid., Tokyo, Japan, Attorney or 
Agent: Thomas Langer, Ex. Gp.: 3107 


5,181,386, Re. S.N. 08/147,557, Nov. 5, 1993, Cl. 62/51.2, 
CRYOGENIC COOLING APPARATUS, Keith Brown, Owner 
of Record: Hymatic Engineering Company Limited, 
Worcestershire, England, Attorney or Agent: Ronald V. Thurman, 
Ex. Gp.: 3304 


5,187,894, Re. S.N. 08/131,531, Oct. 4, 1993, Cl. 47/86, 
TURFING SYSTEMS FOR STADIA, Thomas Ripley, Sr., et. al., 
Owner of Record: Greenway Services, Inc., Horsham, Pa., Attor- 
ney or Agent: John W. Caldwell, Ex. Gp.: 3504 


5,197,874. Re. S.N. 08/147,349, Oct. 27, 1993 Cl. 433/74, 
METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR FABRICATING DENTAL 
MODELS, Deborah Silva, et. al., Owner of Record: Silva Group, 
Lakewood, Colo., Attorney or Agent: Gary M. Polumbus, Ex. 
Gp.: 3303 


5,209,371, Re. S.N. 08/133,617, Oct. 7, 1993, Cl. 221/63, 
METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR DISPENSING T-SHIRT 
ANDOTHER STYLE MERCHANDISE BAGS, Mark E. Daniels, 
Owner of Record:The Avantage Group, Inc., Redondo Beach, 
Calif., Attorney or Agent: William H. Pavitt, Jr., Ex. Gp.: 3101 


5,217,868, Re. S.N. 08/134,026, Oct. 5, 1993, Cl. 435/7, 
MEASUREMENT OF AN ENZYME MARKER AS AN AIDTO 
DIAGNOSIS OF LIVER TRANSPLANT REJECTION, Cormac 
G. Kilty, et. al., Owner of Record: Kilty, Cormac Gerard and 
O'Byrne, Seamus, Dublin, Ireland, Attorney or Agent: Norman 
D. Hanson, Ex. Gp.: 1802 


5,224,859, Re. S.N. 08/146,732, Oct. 29, 1993, Cl. 433/126, 
DENTAL APPLIANCE, David Kraenzle, Owner of Record: 
Inventor, Attorney or Agent: Paul I. J. Fleischut, Ex. Gp.: 3303 


Requests for Reexamination Filed 


Notice under 37 CFR 1.11 (c). The requests for reexamination listed 
below are open to inspection by the general public in the indicated 
Examining Groups. Copies of the requests and related papers may be 
obtained by paying the fee therefor established in the Rules (37 CFR 1.19 
(a)). 

In the event correspondence to the patent owner is not received, this 
notice will be considered to be constructive notice to the patent owner and 
reexamination will proceed (37 CFR 1.248(a)(5) and 1.525(b)). 


Re. 31,789, Reexam. No. 90/003,259, Nov. 22, 1993, Cl. 179/ 
5.500, TELEPHONE INFORMATION DISPLAYING DEVICE, 
Kazuo Hashimoto, Owner of Record: Hashimoto Corp., San 
Francisco, Calif., Attorney or Agent: Keith D. Beecher, Santa 
Monica, Calif., Ex. Gp.: 2303, Requester: Martin S. Landis, 
American Telephone & Telegraph Co., Basking Ridge, N.J. 


3,771,145, Reexam. No. 90/003,236, Oct. 29, 1993, Cl. 365/ 
240, ADDRESSING AND INTEGRATED CIRCUIT READ- 
ONLY MEMORY, Patricia P. Weiner, Owner of Record: Inven- 
tor, Armonk, N.Y., Attorney or Agent: Blakely, Sokoloff, Taylor 
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& Zafman, Los Angeles, Calif., Ex. Gp.: 2511, Requester: 
Owner 


4,463,034, Reexam. No. 90/003,261, Nov. 22, 1993, Ci. 427/ 
256, HEAT-SENSITIVE MAGNETIC TRANSFER ELEMENT, 
Yukio Tokunaga, et. al., Owner of Record: Nippon Telegraph & 
Telephone Corp., Tokyo, Japan, Attorney or Agent: Ronald J. 
Kubovick, Shea & Gould, Washington, D.C., Ex. Gp.: 1504, 
Requester: Thomas C. Wettach, Cindrich & Titus, Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 


4,566,294, Reexam. No. 90/003,262, Nov. 23, 1993, Cl. 063/ 
015, METHOD FOR THE MOUNTING OF GEMS AND RE- 
SULTING PRODUCT, Jan Brzozowski, Owner of Record: 
Inventor, New York, N.Y., Attorney or Agent: Alan K. Roberts, 
Ladas & Parry, New York, N.Y., Ex. Gp.: 3301, Requester: Jesse 
Bands, Inc., New York, N.Y. 


4,589,549, Reexam. No. 90/003,237, Nov. 1, 1993, Cl. 206/ 
387, AUDIO CASSETTE PACKAGE, Bruce A. Hehn, Owner 
of Record: Alpha Enterprises, Inc., North Canton, Ohio, Attor- 
ney or Agent: Joseph A. Sebolt, Michael Sand Co., Canton, 
Ohio, Ex. Gp.: 2401, Requester: Owner 


4,687,546, Reexam. No. 90/003,256, Nov. 11, 1993, Cl. 159/ 
2.100, METHOD OF CONCENTRATING SLURRIED KA- 
OLIN, Mark S. Willis, Owner of Record: Anglo-American Clays 
Corp., Wilmington, Del., Attorney or Agent: Kilpatrick & Cody, 
Atlanta, Ga., Ex. Gp.: 1303, Requester: Owner 


4,877,326, Reexam. No. 90/003,232, Oct. 29, 1993, Cl. 356/ 
394, METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR OPTICAL INSPEC- 
TION OF SUBSTRATES, Curt H. Chadwick, et. al., Owner of 
Record: LA Instruments Corp., San Jose, Calif., Attorney or 
Agent: R. Mc Grath, Burns, Doane, Swecker & Mathis, Alexan- 
dria, Va., Ex. Gp.: 2505, Requester: Geoffrey R. Myers, Myers, 
Liniak & Berenato, Bethesda, Md. 


4,962,144, Reexam. No. 90/003,243, Nov. 3, 1993, Cl. 524/ 
118, COMPOSITION, Robert C. Babillis, et. al., Owner of 
Record: General Electric Co., Mt. Vernon, Ind., Attorney or 
Agent: Martin B. Barancik, Mt. Vernon, Ind., Ex. Gp.: 1202, 
Requester: Connolly & Hutz, Wilmington, Del. 


4,974,160, Reexam. No. 90/003,260, Nov. 22, 1993, Cl. 364/ 
300, MENU SELECTED APPLICATION PROGRAMS CRE- 
ATED FROM DEFINED MODULES OF CODE, William K, 
Bone, et. al., Owner of Record: Computor Assocs. International, 
Inc., Garden City, N.Y., Attorney or Agent: Daniel A. Devito, 
Weil, Gotshal & Manges, New York, N.Y., Ex. Gp.: 2306, 
Requester: Owner 


5,002,438, Reexam. No. 90/003,263, Nov. 23, 1993, Cl. 350/ 
6.500, METHOD OF REHABILITATING MANHOLES BY 
CUSTOM LINING/RELINING, William A. Strong, Owner of 
Record: Inventor, Strong Systems, Inc., Pine Bluff, Ark., Attor- 
ney or Agent: Stephen D. Carver, Carver Patent law, Ltd., Little 
Rock, Ark., Ex. Gp.: 2507, Requester: Owner 


$,194,115, Reexam. No. 90/003,219, Oct. 11, 1993, Cl. 156/ 
578, LOOP PRODUCING APPARATUS, Alan R. Ramspeck, 
et. al., Owner of Record: Nordson Corp., Westlake, Ohio, Attor- 
ney or Agent: David S. Stallard, Wood, Heron & Evans, 
Cinncinnati, Ohio, Ex. Gp.: 1304, Requester: Owner 


Notice of Expiration of Tradernark Registrations 
Due to Failure to Renew 


15 U.S.C. 1059 provides that each trademark registration 
may be renewed for periods of ten years from the end of the 
expiring period upon payment of the prescribed fee and the 
filing of an acceptable application for renewal. This may be 
done at any time within six months before the expiration of 
the period for which the registration was issued or renewed, 
or it may be done within three months after such expiration 
on payment of an additional fee. 
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According to the records of the Office, the trademark 570,370 71/627,299 2/10/1953 
registrations listed below are expired due to failure to renew in 570,372 71/627,373 2/10/1953 
accordance with 15 U.S.C. 1059. 570,377 71/627,788 2/10/1953 

570,378 71/627,795 2/10/1953 

TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS WHICH EXPIRED 570,380 71/627,851 2/10/1953 
NOVEMBER 15, 1993 570,384 71/628,009 2/10/1953 

DUE TO FAILURE TO RENEW 570,386 71/628,377 2/10/1953 

570,390 71/628,625 2/10/1953 

Reg. No. Serial Number Reg. Date 570,392 71/628,781 2/10/1953 
570,397 71/629, 169 2/10/1953 

39,792 70/039,792 2/10/1903 570,398 71/629,346 2/10/1953 
90,171 71/066,087 2/11/1913 570,411 71/631,029 2/10/1953 
90,185 71/066,422 2/11/1913 = 570,417 71/632,550 2/10/1953 
90,186 71/066,423 2/11/1913 570,419 71/632,846 2/10/1953 
90,188 71/035,139 2/11/1913 = 570,430 71/634,869 2/10/1953 
90,244 71/065,678 2/11/1913 570,439 71/535,276 2/10/1953 
300,711 71/330,714 2/07/1933 570,444 71/628,083 2/10/1953 
300,712 71/330,717 2/07/1933 570,446 71/535,015 2/10/1953 
300,730 71/330,416 2/07/1933 570,449 71/552,825 2/10/1953 
300,734 71/330,650 2/07/1933 570,465 71/611,215 2/10/1953 
300,737 71/330,542 2/07/1933 570,478 71/621,260 2/10/1953 
300,762 71/331,050 2/07/1933 570,480 71/622,067 2/10/1953 
300,795 71/331,566 2/07/1933 570,483 71/626,622 2/10/1953 
300,808 71/331,205 2/07/1933 570,484 71/626,893 2/10/1953 
300,815 71/331,130 2/07/1933 570,485 71/628,141 2/10/1953 
300,827 71/322,589 2/07/1933 570,495 71/590,176 2/10/1953 
570,058 71/514,324 2/10/1953 952,471 72/391 534 2/06/1973 
570,059 71/533,305 2/10/1953 952,472 72/402,531 2/06/1973 
570,060 71/535,841 2/10/1953 952,473 72/402,532 2/06/1973 
570,061 71/536,170 2/10/1953 952,479 72/408,572 2/06/1973 
570,066 71/544,871 2/10/1953 952,480 72/408,573 2/06/1973 
570,069 71/551,161 2/10/1953 952,486 72/409, 126 2/06/1973 
570,075 71/562,682 2/10/1953 952,489 72/399,774 2/06/1973 
570,076 71/562,683 2/10/1953 952,497 72/404,606 2/06/1973 
570,089 71/577,781 2/10/1953 952,498 72/324,909 2/06/1973 
570,090 71/579,533 2/10/1953 952,499 72/345,398 2/06/1973 
570,093 71/581,871 2/10/1953 952,501 72/367,316 2/06/1973 
570,119 71/594,206 2/10/1953 952,502 72/382,812 2/06/1973 
570,120 71/594,232 2/10/1953 952,506 72/391 ,023 2/06/1973 
570,127 71/S97,777 2/10/1953 952,508 72/392,372 2/06/1973 
570,134 71/600,496 2/10/1953 952,510 72/393,447 2/06/1973 
570,162 71/608,872 2/10/1953 952,514 72/395,875 2/06/1973 
570,164 71/609,024 2/10/1953 952,516 72/396,822 2/06/1973 
570,166 71/609,622 2/10/1953 952,520 72/400,629 2/06/1973 
570,169 71/609,971 2/10/1953 952,521 72/402,503 2/06/1973 
570,172 71/610,439 2/10/1953 952,523 72/403,075 2/06/1973 
570,174 71/610,591 2/10/1953 952,524 72/403,299 2/06/1973 
570,177 71/611,059 2/10/1953 952,530 72/414,182 2/06/1973 
570,178 71/611,257 2/10/1953 952,531 72/414,409 2/06/1973 
570,181 71/611,273 2/10/1953 952,538 72/374,887 2/06/1973 
570,197 71/613,500 2/10/1953 952,544 72/368,227 2/06/1973 
570,202 71/614,749 2/10/1953 952,548 72/409,980 2/06/1973 
570,223 71/616,350 2/10/1953 952,550 72/416,207 2/06/1973 
570,230 71/617,236 2/10/1953 952,552 72/422,575 2/06/1973 
570,243 71/617,743 2/10/1953 952,559 72/398,398 2/06/1973 
570,248 71/618,167 2/10/1953 952,564 72/347,316 2/06/1973 
570,255 71/618,617 2/10/1953 952,566 72/376,454 2/06/1973 
570,271 71/620,053 2/10/1953 952,567 72/386,234 2/06/1973 
570,275 71/620,926 2/10/1953 952,574 72/404,025 2/06/1973 
570,277 71/620,939 2/10/1953 952,579 72/395 ,665 2/06/1973 
570,279 71/621,164 2/10/1953 952,586 72/379,705 2/06/1973 
570,280 71/621,172 2/10/1953 952,587 72/381,614 2/06/1973 
570,282 71/621,339 2/10/1953 952,590 72/387,150 2/06/1973 
570,301 71/623,602 2/10/1953 952,595 72/394, 138 2/06/1973 
570,304 71/624,002 2/10/1953 952,597 72/398,556 2/06/1973 
570,307 71/624,170 2/10/1953 952,598 72/408,121 2/06/1973 
570,310 71/624,259 2/10/1953 952,606 72/409,477 2/06/1973 
$70,317 71/624,640 2/10/1953 952,608 72/412,258 2/06/1973 
570,342 71/625,858 2/10/1953 952,609 72/416,445 2/06/1973 
570,347 71/626,354 2/10/1953 952,614 72/420,117 2/06/1973 
570,348 71/626,399 2/10/1953 952,617 72/337,458 2/06/1973 
570,351 71/626,616 2/10/1953 952,618 72/366,397 2/06/1973 
570,352 71/626,634 2/10/1953 952,621 72/379,962 2/06/1973 
570,353 71/626,648 2/10/1953 952,622 72/381,277 2/06/1973 
570,359 71/626,947 2/10/1953 952,624 72/382,694 2/06/1973 
570,360 71/626,971 2/10/1953 952,629 72/389,928 2/06/1973 
570,361 71/627 ,002 2/10/1953 952,635 72/394,153 2/06/1973 
570,362 71/627,086 2/10/1953 952,637 72/400,572 2/06/1973 
570,363 71/627,106 2/10/1953 952,641 72/368 ,944 2/06/1973 
570,365 71/627,170 2/10/1953 952,644 72/378,892 2/06/1973 
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Reg. No. Serial No. Reg. Date 
952,648 
952,656 
952,658 
952,660 
952,677 
952,678 
952,679 
952,680 
952,685 
952,688 
952,692 
952,694 
952,695 
952,707 
952,708 
952,709 
952,710 
952,712 
952,714 
952,718 
952,721 
952,728 
952,731 
952,732 
952,733 
952,736 
952,737 
952,738 
952,740 
952,741 
952,743 
952,746 
952,748 
952,754 
952,756 
952,760 
952,766 
952,769 
952,772 
952,777 
952,779 
952,781 
952,785 
952,796 
952,800 
952,801 
952,805 
952,808 
952,811 
952,812 


72/383,954 
72/397 ,544 
72/335,345 
72/387 ,068 
72/363,092 
72/375,938 
72/386,331 
72/389,101 
72/396,329 
72/389,626 
72/399,889 
72/390,866 
72/402,412 
72/406,982 
72/409,297 
72/415,168 
72/415,541 
72/383,534 
72/384,256 
72/396,942 
72/408, 162 
72/403 ,067 
72/952,731 
72/402,441 
72/403,251 
72/410,638 
72/410,144 
72/385,325 
72/389,119 
72/390,228 
72/400,536 
72/353,169 
72/358,977 
72/382,957 
72/39 1,397 
72/399,955 
72/403 ,329 
72/404,299 
72/404,540 
72/408 ,340 
72/410,697 
72/411,472 
72/419,140 
72/369,349 
72/404,643 
72/405,326 
72/391 ,231 
72/379,438 
72/382,355 
72/382,948 


2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 


ADVERSE DECISIONS IN INTERFERENCE 


In the designated interferences involving the following pat- 
ents, final decisions have been rendered that the respective 
patentees are not entitled to patents containing the claims listed. 


Patent No. 4,697,000, Edward F. Witucki, Leslie F. Warren, 
PROCESS FOR PRODUCING POLYPYRROLE POWDER 
AND THE MATERIAL SO PRODUCED, Interference No. 
102,778, final judgment adverse to the patentee rendered No- 
vember 8, 1993, as to claims 1-15. 


Patent No. 4,710,008, Yoichi Tosaka, Masami Shimizu, CAM- 
ERA WITH OPERATION SWITCH, Interference No. 102,526, 
final judgment adverse to the patentee rendered August 13, 
1993, as to claims 1-31. 


Patent No. 4,810,271, Koji Nakayama, Ryo Yoshida, Kouichi 
Morita, CARBAMOYLTRIAZOLES, AND THEIR PRODUC- 
TION AND USE, Interference No. 102,352, final judgment 
adverse to the patentee rendered August 13, 1993, as to claims 
1, 2 and 4. 
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952,813 
952,814 
952,821 
952,822 
952,824 
952,825 
952,826 
952,828 
952,829 
952,833 
952,836 
952,837 
952,838 
952,839 
952,843 
952,844 
952,845 
952,846 
952,847 
952,848 
952,849 
952,855 
952,856 
952,858 
952,862 
952,863 
952,864 
952,866 
952,867 
952,868 
952,870 
952,871 
952,884 
952,887 
952,888 
952,892 
952,896 
952,897 
952,898 
952,899 
952,900 
952,904 
952,905 
952,910 
952,916 
952,920 
952,921 
952,922 
952,926 
952,942 
956,436 


72/383,882 
72/385 ,002 
72/394,767 
72/394,897 
72/396,367 
72/396,370 
72/398,042 
72/399, 141 
72/399, 145 
72/400,263 
72/401 ,343 
72/401 345 
72/402,239 
72/402,484 
72/402,491 
72/402,961 
72/403,520 
72/404,614 
72/404,788 
72/404,812 
72/405,932 
72/385,967 
72/387,079 
72/388,587 
72/404,075 
72/406, 142 
72/406,784 
72/407,153 
72/407,791 
72/411,288 
72/411,601 
72/296,201 
72/402,628 
72/404,077 
72/406,056 
72/412,196 
72/358,975 
72/373,205 
72/376,948 
72/376,949 
72/382,784 
72/399 ,237 
72/399,238 
72/407,807 
72/393,458 
72/398,428 
72/398,429 
72/398,430 
72/406,984 
72/400, 122 
72/420,385 


2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
2/06/1973 
4/03/1973 


Patent No. 4,893,189, Mineo Kubota, Kenji Masuyama, POR- 
TABLE IMAGE SCANNER, Interference No. 103,201, final 
judgment adverse to the patentee rendered November 30, 1993, 
as to claims 1-10. 


Patent No. 4,914,128, Ulrich Schirmer, Stefan Karbach, Ernst- 
Heinrich Pommer, Eberhard Ammermann, Wolfgang Steglich, 
Barbara A. M. Schwalge, Timm Anke, ACRYLATES AND 
FUNGICIDES WHICH CONTAIN THESE COMPOUNDS, 
Interference No. 102,840, final judgment adverse to the patentee 
rendered October 29, 1993, as to claims 1-5. 


Patent No. 4,924,079, Willem G. Opheij, Peter Coops, Adrianus 
J. Duijvestijn, Dirk C. Van Eck, Peter De Zoeten, APPARATUS 
FOR OPTICALLY SCANNING AN INFORMATION PLANE, 
Interference No. 102,731, final judgment adverse to the patentee 
rendered December 7, 1993, as to claims 1-36. 


Patent No. 4,952,959, Nobuyuki Taniguchi, Masatake Niwa, 
Akira Fujii, Takeo Hoda, Masaaki Nakai, Minoru Sekida, 
Masayoshi Sahara, CAMERA SYSTEM, Interference No. 
102,526, final judgment adverse to the patentee rendered August 
13, 1993, as to claims 1-3. 
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Patent No. 4,981,603, Allen L. Demange, BLENDING 
METHOD FOR IMPROVED COMPATIBILITY OF DISPER- 
SANTS AND BASIC MAGNESIUM DETERGENTS IN Di 
PACKAGES, Interference No. 103,025, final judgment adverse 
to the patentee rendered November 2, 1993, claims 1-13. 


Patent No. 5,039,667, David L. J. Tyrrell, Morris J. Robins, 
Satoru Suzuki, ANTIVIRAL THERAPY FOR HEPATITIS B 
WITH 2',3'-DIDROX YPURINE NUCLEOSIDES, Interference 
No. 103,018, final judgment adverse to the patentee rendered 
November 23, 1993, as to claims 1-30. 


Patent No. 5,071,966, Kazunori Kan, Hiroshi Murakami, 
Nobuo Nagashima, Noboru Ueyama, Takehisa Ohashi, PRO- 
CESS FOR PREPARING AN ENOL SILYL ETHER COM- 
POUND, Interference No. 102,910, final judgment adverse to 
the patentee rendered October 29, 1993, as to claims 1-6. 


Patent No. 5,075,710, Nobuyuki Taniguchi, Masatake Niwa, 
Akira Fujii, Takeo Hoda, Masaaki Nakai, Minoru Sekida, 
Masayoshi Sahara, A CAMERA WITH MANUALLY OPER- 
ABLE MEANS FOR DESIGNATING AND ALTERING THE 
KIND OF PHOTOGRAPHIC DATA, Interference No. 102,526, 
final judgment adverse to the patentee rendered August 13, 1993 
as to claims 1-4. 


Patent No. 5,124,181, Ortwin Schaffer, Herbert Bay, Karl 
Stork, Norbert Greif, Knut Oppenlaender, Walter Denzinger, 
Heinrich Hartmann, COPOLYMERS BASED ON LONG- 
CHAIN UNSATURATED ESTERS AND ETHYLENICALLY 
UNSATURATED CARBOXYLIC ACIDS FOR MAKING 
LEATHER AND FURS WATER REPELLENT, Interference 
No. 102,901, final judgment adverse to the patentee rendered 
December 7, 1993, as to claims 1-9. 


NANNIE B. HENRY, Deputy Clerk 
Board of Patent Appeals & 
Interferences 


Patent Terms Extended Under 35 U.S.C. § 156 


Certificates extending the terms of the following patents 
were issued on December 6, 1993. 


U.S. Patent No. Re. 33,653; Reissued July 30, 1991, to David F. 
Mark et al; Owner of Record: Cetus Oncology Corporation; 
Title: HUMAN RECOMBINANT INTERLEUKIN-2 
MUTEINS; Classification: 424/85.1; Product Trade Name: 
Proleukin; Term Extended: 1,445 days. 


U.S. Patent No. 3,927,046; Granted December 16, 1975, to 
Albertus Joannes van den Broek; Owner of Record: Akzona 
Incorporated; Title: NOVEL 11,1 1-ALKYLIDENE STEROIDS; 
Classification: 552/511; Product Trade Name: Desogen; Term 
Extended: 1,069 days. 


U.S. Patent No. 4,024,251; Granted May 17, 1977, to William M. 
Maiese et al.; Owner of Record: Merck & Co., Inc.; Title: 
ANTIBIOTIC FR-02A AND THERAPEUTIC COMPOSITIONS 
THEREOF; Classification: 260/584.009; Product Trade Name: 
Producil; Term Extended: 3 years. 


U.S. Patent No. 4,258,062; Granted March 24, 1981, to Rochus 
Jonas et al.; Owner of Record: E. Merck GmbH; Title: PHENOXY- 
AMINO-PROPANALS:; Classification: 424/330; Product Trade 
Name: Zebeta; Term Extended: 2 years. 


U.S. Patent No. 4,572,909; Granted February 25, 1986, to Simon 
F. Campbell et al.; Owner of Record: Pfizer, Inc.; Title: 2- 
(SECONARY AMINOALKOXYMETHYL) 
DIHYDROPYRIDINE DERIVATIVES AS ANTI-ISCHAEMIC 
AND ANTIHYPERTENSIVE AGENTS; Classification: 514/ 
356; Product Trade Name: Norvasc; Term Extended: 1,252 
days. 
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U.S. Patent No. 4,695,590; Granted September 22, 1987, to 
Richard D. Lippman; Owner of Record: Block/Chemex, G.P.; 
Title: METHOD FOR RETARDING AGING; Classification: 
514/724; Product Trade Name: Actinex Cream; Term Extended: 
712 days. 


U.S. Patent No. 4,760,071; Granted July 26, 1988, to Gary H. 
Rasmusson et al.; Owner of Record: Merck & Co., Inc.; Title: 
17b-N-MONOSUBSTITUTED CARBAMOYL-4-AZA-S5a- 
ANDROST-1-EN-3-ONES WHICH ARE ACTIVE AS TES- 
TOSTERONE 5a-REDUCTASE INHIBITORS; Classification: 
514/284; Product Trade Name: Proscar; Term Extended: 328 
days. 


U.S. Patent No. 4,762,856; Granted August 9, 1988, to Ross C. 
Terrell; Owner of Record: Anaquest, Inc.; Title: ANESTHETIC 
COMPOSITION AND METHOD OF USING THE SAME; 
Classification: 514/722; Product Trade Name: Suprane; Term 
Extended: 405 days. 


A second interim extension of the term of U.S. Patent No. 
3,929,971 has been granted under 35 U.S.C. § 156(e)(2) for a 
period of one year from the extended expiration date of the 
patent. On December 8, 1992, a first interim extension was 
granted under 35 USC §156(e)(2) extending the term of the 
patent for a period of one year. See 1156 OG 54. The extended 
term of the patent expires on December 30, 1993. An application 
for patent term extension was filed by the patent owner of record 
Research Corporation Technologies, Inc. based on approval of 
the product “PRO OSTEON 500” by the Food and Drug Admin- 
istration. The initial PTO review of the application to date 
indicates that the ‘971 patent would be eligible for a maximum 
two year extension of the patent term under 35 USC § 
156(g)(6)(C). 


Service by Publication 


A petition to cancel the registration identified below having 
been filed, and the notice of such proceeding sent by certified 
mail to registrant at the last known address having been returned 
by the Postal Service as undeliverable, notice is hereby given that 
unless the registrant listed herein, its assigns or legal representa- 
tives shall enter an appearance within thirty days from the date 
of this publication, the cancellation will be proceeded with as in 
the case of default. 


S’ blended Corporation, Deer Park, N.Y., Reg. No. 1,474,750, for 
the mark “S’BLENDED”, canc. No. 21,307. 


Carterfone Communications Corporation, Dallas, Tex., Reg. 
No. 1,414,808 for the mark ADCOMM, Canc. No. 21,110. 


The First Boston Capital Group Inc., Tarrytown, N.Y., Reg. No. 
1,417,689, for the mark “LOCKOPTION MORGAGE”, Canc. 
No. 20,261. 


Kanrich Corporation, Cambridge, Mass., Reg. No. 1,707,931, 
for the mark “KANRICH”, Canc. No. 21,459. 


Mulhens KG, Tarrytown, N.Y., Reg. No. 678,644, for the mark 
“WHITE ROSE”, Canc. No. 21,713. 


Laher Springs & Electric Car Corp., Oakland, Calif., Reg. No. 
575,726, for the mark “FREEWAY”, Canc. No. 21,962 


JEAN BROWN 

Administrator of the 
Trademark Trial and 

Appeal board 

For Robert M. Anderson 
Acting Assistant Commissioner 
for Trademarks 
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Reclassification Alert Report 


This report is a summary of classification changes which became effective by issuance of Classification Orders from October through 
December 1993. Information includes: 


0 subclasses established or abolished (major changes) 
© subclass title, indent, or position change 
o changes to existing classes and subclass definitions (minor changes) 


This Reclassification Alert Report may appear from time to time in the Official Gazette and is intended to provide an interim notice 
of classification changes pending publication of the Manual of Classification and revisions thereto. 


The general public may purchase copies of Classification Orders or Classification Definitions by contacting the Editorial Division 
at 703-305-6101 or 703-305-5099. Payment can be made through a Deposit Account, or by check made payable to “Commissioner 
of Patents and Trademarks” and sent to: 


Chief, Editorial Division 
Office of Classification Support 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
Crystal Mall 2, Room 309 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


December 7, 1993 WILLIAM S. LAWSON 
Administrator 

for Search and 

Information 

Resources 


RECLASSIFICATION ALERT REPORT 
October 1993 -- December 1993 


FIRST LAST ACTION ORDER 
SUBCLASS SUBCLASS NUMBER 


DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
ABOLISH 1470 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
ABOLISH 1471 
ABOLISH 1471 
ABOLISH 1471 
ABOLISH 1471 
ABOLISH 1471 
ABOLISH 1471 
ABOLISH 1471 
ABOLISH 1471 
ESTABLISH 1471 
ESTABLISH 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
TITLE CHANGE 1471 
TITLE CHANGE 1471 
TITLE CHANGE 1471 
TITLE CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 
DEFN CHANGE 1471 





U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


FIRST LAST ACTION 
SUBCLASS SUBCLASS 


DEFN CHANGE 
DEFN CHANGE 
TITLE CHANGE 
TITLE CHANGE 
DEFN CHANGE 
DEFN CHANGE 


1993 Patent Examiner’s Action Survey 5,097,283 5.151.875 5,173,313 5,189,244 


5,099,474 5,152,912 5,173,347 5,189,299 

As part of the continuing quality reinforcement efforts of the 5,102,796 = 5,153,112 5,173,456 5,189,483 
Patent and Trademark Office, the Office will be sending outa 5,104,952 5,153,203 5,173,941 5,189,684 
Patent Action Survey Form with each Patent Examiner's Office 5,105,563 5,153,451 5,174,091 5,189,895 
action mailed during a period of several weeks during December, 5,105,955 5,153,967 5,174,230 5,190,053 
1993-January, 1994. 5,106,405 5,154,708 5,174,616 5,190,334 
The survey is intended to determine whether Office actionsare 5,108,812 = 5,155,429 5,174,618 5,190,914 
perceived to be clear and complete on certain specific and 5,109,585 5,155,695 5,175,345 5,190,915 
important items related to patent examining practices and proce- 5,109,797 5,156,260 4,175,687 5,190,961 
dures. The results of the survey will be used in the development 110, 5,157,429 5,176,129 5,191,057 
of Office training programs. The survey is a follow-up to the AN, 5,158,508 5,176,675 5,191,187 
Patent Action Surveys conducted in 1991 and 1992. Where 112, 5,158,867 5,177,277 5,191,532 
training is provided to address identified deficiences in perfor- 114, 5,158,926 5,177,435 5,191,611 
mance, follow-up surveys are intended to be conducted in the 116, 5,159,236 5,177,547 5,191,634 
future to determine whether the training was effective enough to 118, 5,159,705 5,177,929 5,192,045 
improve performance in the measured areas. ,120, 5,160,604 5,178,042 5,192,134 
The Survey Form is brief and easy to complete and does not ,122, 5,160,836 5,178,680 5,192,456 
permit identification of the respondent or of the particular appli- ,123, 5,160,954 5,178,917 5,192,618 
cation involved. The Survey Form may be completed at the time 124, 5,161,204 5,179,023 5,192,999 
of response to the Office Action. It is possible that a practitioner 5,161,433 5,179,088 5,193,012 
may receive many Office Actions containing a Survey Form 5,162,481 5,179,105 5,193,206 
during the survey period. To have results that are meaningful, the 5,162,863 5,179,523 5,193,460 
Office needs a high response rate. Therefore, it is important that 5,162,923 5,179,795 5,193,840 
patent practitioners complete each survey form no later than the Mae 5,162,940 5,179,852 5,193,867 
time of response to the Office action being surveyed. To assure 128, 5,162,943 5,180,147 5,194,188 
that this form is completed and mailed back to the address 5,162,950 5,180,252 5,194,494 
indicated on the Survey Form, it would be desirable for the patent 1 31 027 5,163,076 5,180,404 5,194,821 
practitioners to have their office managers/docketing personnel 5,163,448 5,180,632 5,194,949 
take appropriate steps to keep the form and Office action together "132.114 5,163,452 5,180,662 5,195,022 
for the practitioner’s benefit. 132,481 5,163,670 5,180,765 5,195,578 
Ae , . : 5,163,941 5,180,928 5,195,605 

Your cooperation in completing the Survey Form is appreciated. "135.297 5,164,267 5,181,088 5,195,627 
5,164,748 5,181,161 5,195,879 

5,165,407 5,181,187 5,195,895 


,136, 5,165,549 5,181,839 5,195,945 
Nov. 16, 1993 STEPHEN G. KUNIN 137, 5,165,919 5,182,281 5,196,077 


Acting Assistant Commisioner 5,165,948 5,182,398 5,196,087 
for Patents 5,166,202 5,182,445 5,196,115 

5,166,305 5,182,546 5,196,546 

137,802 5,166,317 5,182,698 5,196,646 

137,893 166,712 5,182,763 5,196,849 


5,183,156 5,196,901 
Certificates of Corrections 139,474 


5,183,274 5,197,156 
Week of January 4, 1994 5,183,623 5,197,370 


5,183,672 5,197,426 
5,183,767 5,197,442 


P: 7,539 4,907,128 5,024,649 5,071,496 5,183,778 5,197,615 


p 

» 5 

. 

5, 

5, 

» 
P: 7,701 4,916,570 5,024,949 5,071,788 3, 5,184,209 5,197,660 
R. 33,556 4,919,848 5,029,199 5,073,774 . » 5,184,308 5,197,728 
D. 332,189 4,932,387 5,035,770 5,074,116 > 5, 5,184,656 5,197,781 
D. 332,436 4,952,307 5,039,485 5,075,133 » 2 5,197,868 
D. 334,994 4,963,024 5,039,682 5,080,593 ~ 5,197,871 
D. 335,263 4,963,611 5,040,373 5,081,372 5, 5,197,971 
D. 335,313 4,975,196 ,043, 5,081,785 5, .185, 5,198,090 
D. 339,372 4,981,853 043, 5,082,158 3 169.966 ,185, 5,198,277 
4,422,278 4,986,285 ,047, 5,084,095 5,170,108 ,186, 5,198,443 
4,683,221 4,990,916 045, 5,088,363 5,170,171 186, 5,198,645 
4,687,482 4,991,968 ,049, 5,090,216 5,170,688 . 186, 5,198,649 
4,713,598 4,996,218 ,049, 5,090,770 5,170,753 ,186, 5,198,916 
4,778,752 5,004,562 2054, 5,093,258 148, 5,171,145 
4,820,505 5,005,332 057, 5,093,866 148, 5,171,327 
4,828,986 5,009,207 058, 5,095,062 148, 5,171,568 
4,832,591 5,010,706 ,059, 5,096,195 148, 5,172,141 
4,835,374 5,012,273 ,063, 5,096,532 149, 5,172,238 5. 188, 887 
4,855,351 5,012,274 064, 5,097,023 5,149,676 5,173,190 5,188,929 
4,857,101 5,012,395 ,066, 5,097,107 5,151,092 5,173,214 5,189,071 
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5,202,392 5,205,526 
5,202,417 ‘ 5,205,627 5,207,856 
5,202,451 5,205,816 207,023 5,207,939 


ae 5,207,843 
ay 
p 
5,202,498 5,205,830 5,027,065 5,207,964 
Ss, 
5, 
S, 
i 


5,214,929 
5,215,321 
5,215,674 
5,216,071 
5,216,155 
5,216,601 
5,216,759 
5,216,851 
5,216,884 
5,218,347 
5,218,693 
5,219,100 
5,221,770 


5,202,534 5,205,960 207,102 5,208,045 

5,202,546 5,205,962 207,159 5,208,445 

5,202,742 5,205,982 207,271 5,208,527 

5,202,927 5,205,989 207,367 5,208,856 

201, 5,203,284 , 5,206,039 5,207,371 5,209,396 
5,201,917 5,203,328 5,206,141 5,207,375 5,209,429 
5,201,934 5,203,370 5,206, 160 5,207,395 5,209,825 
5,202,163 5,203,486 5,206,372 5,207,714 5,209,952 
5,202,277 5,203,502 5,206,593 5,207,771 5,210,166 
5,202,373 5,203,687 5,206,624 5,207,805 5,210,850 


PAAAMAAAAMAMAAAAA 
NMNNRKRNRKRKRKRKRKRKRKRKN 
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U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


SPECIAL BOXES FOR MAIL 


Special PTO mail department numbers should be used to allow forwarding of particular types of mail to the appropriate areas as 
quickly as possible. Such mail is forwarded directly to the appropriate area without being opened. Only the specified type of document 
should be placed in an envelope addressed to one of these special departments. If any documents other than the specified type 
identified for each department are addressed to that department, they will be significantly delayed in reaching the appropriate were 
for which they are intended. 

The following special departments should be used only for their specified purpose. Address mail as follows: 


Box 3 
Box 4 


Box 5 
Box 6 
Box 7 
Box 8 


Box 9 
Box 10 
Box 11 
Box 12 
Box 13 
Box 14 
Box 15 
Box 16 
Box 17 
Box 171 
Box 313b 


Box AF 
Box Assignment 
Box DAC 


Box DD 

Box EEO 

Box FWC 

Box Interference 
Box Issue Fee 


Box ITU 

Box M. Fee 

Box MPEP 

Box Non-Fee- 
Amendment 

Box OED 

Box PATENT 
APPLICATION 
Box TRADEMARK 
APPLICATION 
Box Pat. Ext. 

Box PCT 

Box Reexam 

Box Reconstruction 
Box Sequence 

Box SN 


Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
ee 
Washington, D.C. 20231 


Mail for the Office of Personnel from NFC 

Mail for the Assistant Commissioner for External Affairs and the Office of Legislation and International 
Affairs. 

“No Fee” mail related to trademarks. 

Mail for the Office of Procurement 

Reissue applications for patents involved in litigation and subsequently filed related papers. 

All papers for the Office of the Solicitor except communications relating to pending litigation, papers 
relating to pending litigation shall be mailed only to Office of the Solicitor, P.O. Box 15667, Arlington, 
Va. 22215 

Coupon orders for U.S. patent and trademark copies. 

Orders for certified copies of PTO documents except: trademark registrations and assignments. 
Electronic Ordering Service (EOS). 

Contributions to the Examiner Education Program. 

Mail for the Employee and Labor Relations Division. 

Mail directed to the APS Contracts Office. 

Mail for the Advisory Commission on Patent Law Reform. 

Deposit Account Replenishment Checks 

Invoices directed to the Office of Finance. 

Vacancy Announcement Applications. 

Petitions under 37 CFR 1.313(b) to withdraw a patent application from issue after payment of the issue 
fee and any papers associated with the petition, including papers necessary for filing a continuing 
application. 

Expedited procedure for processing amendments and other responses after final rejection. 

All assignment documents except those filed with new applications. 

Petitions decided by the Office of Petitions including petitions to revive and petitions to accept late 
payment of issue fees or maintenance fees. 

Disclosure Documents or material related to the Disclosure Document Program. 

Mail for the Office of Equal Employment Programs. 

Requests for File Wrapper Continuation Applications (under 37 CFR 1.62) 

Communications relating to interferences and applications and patents involved in interference. 

All communications following the receipt of a PTOL-85. “Notice of Allowance and Issue Fee Due,” 
and prior to the issuance of a patent should be addressed to Box Issue Fee, unless advised to the 
contrary. Assignments are the exception. Assignments should be submitted in a separate envelope and 
not be sent to Box Issue Fee. 

All intent to use documents, excluding the initial application and amendments to allege use. 
Correspondence related to a patent that is subject to the payment of a maintenance fee. 

Submissions concerning the Manual of Patent Examining Procedures. 


Non-fee amendments to patent applications. (Use Box AF for responses after final rejection). 
Mail for the Office of Enrollment and Discipline 


New patent application and associated papers and fees. 


New trademark application and associated papers and application fees. 

Applications for patent term extension. 

Mail related to applications filed under the Patent Cooperation Treaty. 

Requests for Reexamination for original request papers only. 

Correspondence pertaining to the reconstruction of lost patent files. 

Submission of diskette for biotechnical application. 

For fee and petitions under 37 CFR 1.182 to obtain date received and/or serial number for patent 
applications prior to the Office’s standard notification (return postcard or the official “Filing Receipt,” 
“Notice to File Missing Parts,” or “Notice of Incomplete Application”). 





Reference Collections of U.S. Patents and Trademarks 
Available for Public Use in Patent and Trademark Depository Libraries 


The following libraries, designated as Patent and Trademark 
Depository Libraries (PTDLs), receive patent and trademark 
information in various formats from the U.S. Patent and 
Trademark Office. Many PTDLs have on file all full-text 
patents issued since 1790, trademarks published since 1872, 
and select collections of foreign patents. All PDTLs have 
both the patent and trademark sections of the Official 
Gazette of the U. S. Patent and Trademark Office. The 
full-text utility and design patents are distributed numeri- 
cally on 16 mm microfilm, and plant patents on color 
microfiche. Patent and trademark search systems on CD- 
ROM (Compact Disc-Read Only) format are available at all 
PTDLs to increase utilization of and enhance access to the 
information found in patents and trademarks. It is through the 
CD-ROM systems that prelminary patent and trademark searches 
can be conducted through the numerically arranged collections. 


All information is available for use by the public free of charge. 


In addition, each PTDL offers reference publications which 
outline and provide access to the patent and trademark classifi- 
cation systems, as well as other documents and publications 
which supplement the basic search tools. PTDLs provide tech- 
nical staff assistance in using all materials. Facilities for making 
paper copies of patent and trademark information are generally 
provided for a fee. 


Since there are variations in the scope of patent and trademark 
collections among the PTDL-s, and their hours of service to the 
public vary, anyone contemplating use of these collections at a 
particular library is urged to contact that library in advance about 
its collections, services, and hours in order to avert possible 
inconvenience. 


State 
Alabama 


Alaska 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California 


Colorado 
Connecticut 
Delaware 

Dist. of Columbia 
Florida 


Georgia 
Hawaii 


Idaho 
Illinois 


Indiana 
lowa 
Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 


Maryland 


Massachusetts 


Michigan 


Minnesota 
Mississippi 
Missouri 


Montana 


Nebraska 
Nevada 

New Hampshire 
New Jersey 


New Mexico 
New York 


North Carolina 
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Name of Library Telephone Contact 
is arcsec cneehaemiewoeiedsleivtamtotnn Unewcengnamespscoubeagsagsonnaiialan (205) 844-1747 
Birmingham Public Library (205) 226-3680 
Anchorage: Z. J. Loussac Public Library (907) 562-7323 
Tempe: Noble Li _. y, Arizona State Universit (602) 965-7010 
Little Rock: Arkusas State Library (501) 682-2053 
Los Angeles Public Library (213) 228-7220 
Sacramento: California State Library ... (916) 654-0069 
San Diego Public Library (619) 236-5813 
Sunnyvale Patent Clearinghouse (408) 730-7290 
Denver Public Library ..- (303) 640-8847 
New Haven: Science Park Library (203) 786-5447 
Newark: University of Delaware Library ... (302) 831-2965 
Washington: Howard University Libraries (202) 806-7252 
Fort Lauderdale: Broward County Main Library (305) 357-7444 
Miami-Dade Public Library ie (305) 375-2665 
Orlando: University of Central Florida Libraries ...................... (407) 823-2562 
Tampa: Tampa Campus Library, University of South Florida (813) 974-2726 
Atlanta: Price Gilbert Memorial Library, Georgia Institute of 
Technology 
Honolulu: Hawaii State Public Library System 
Moscow: University of Idaho Library 
Chicago Public Library 
Springfield: Illinois State Library (217) 782-5659 
Indianapolis-Marion County Public Library ...................c.sscsscssessseeeseeseesseeceereneeeceareneeeees (317) 269-1741 
West Lafayette: Siegesmund Engineering Library, Purdue University ....................00+++ (317) 494-2873 
Des Moines: State Library of lowa (515) 281-4118 
Wichita: Ablah Library, Wichita State University ... aad ais (316) 689-3155 
I ee con enccesnaceonpnecdbvindeivtaiekeepeabennecenensubeceeeiasenonensle (502) 574-1611 
Baton Rouge: Troy H. Middleton Library, Louisiana State 
University 
College Park: Engineering and Physical Sciences Library, 
University of Maryland 
Amherst: Physical Sciences Library, University of 
STII scenic alisth cescecseuisinednectcinstieAaamereccasconnienasnobeandaaaentraagedancatoaies cicelodcsipinhaenaoins (413) 545-1370 
Boston Public Library (617) 536-5400 Ext. 265 
Ann Arbor: Engineering Library, University of 
IRR Rice SRE oN RRR ee one ce SLOT ee A (313) 764-5298 
Big Rapids: Abigail S. Timme Library, Ferris State University ... (616) 592-3602 
Detroit Public Library veeeee (313) 833-1450 
Minneapolis Public Library and Information Center (612) 372-6570 
Jackson: Mississippi Library Commission (601) 359-1036 
Kansas City: Linda Hall Library ee (816) 363-4600 
St. Louis Public Library (314) 241-2288 Ext. 390 
Butte: Montana College of Mineral Science and Technology 
Library 
Lincoln: Engineering Library, University of Nebraska-Lincoln 
Reno: University of Nevada, Reno Library 
Durham: University of New Hampshire Library 
Newark Public Library 
Piscataway: Library of Science and Medicine, Rutgers University 
Albuquerque: University of New Mexico General Library 
Albany: New York State Library ..- (518) 474-5355 
Buffalo and Erie County Public Library (716) 858-7101 
New York Public Library (The Research Libraries) ..................cscsssssesessseseeseseseeeseecaenees (212) 714-8529 


(404) 894-4508 
(808) 586-3477 
(208) 885-6235 
(312) 747-4450 


(504) 388-2570 
(301) 405-9157 


(406) 496-4281 
.. (402) 472-3411 
..- (702) 784-6579 
.-- (603) 862-1777 
.-- (201) 733-7782 
.-- (908) 932-2895 
..- (S05) 277-4412 


Raleigh: D.H. Hill Library, North Carolina State University 


(919) 515-3280 
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Reference Collections of U. S. Patents and Trademarks Available for Public Use in Patent and Trademark 
Depository Libraries—(continued) 


State 


North Dakota 
Ohio 


Oklahoma 
Oregon 
Pennsylvania 
Rhode Island 


South Carolina 


Tennessee 


Texas 


Utah 
Virginia 


Washington 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin 


Name of Library 


Grand Forks: Chester Fritz Library, University of North Dakota 

Cincinnati and Hamilton County, Public Library of 

Cleveland Public Library 

Columbus: Ohio State University Libraries .... 

Toledo/Lucas County Public Library 

Stillwater: Oklahoma State University Center for International Trade 
Development 

Salem: Oregon State Library 

Philadelphia, The Free Library of 

Pittsburgh, Carnegie Library of 

University Park: Pattee Library, Pennsylvania State University .... 

Providence Public Library 

Charleston: Medical University of South Carolina Library 


CURIE NE INO 5 s.cscnsecoocsksostctnininnasntehtinctticssspinenvioorsteeseusinest 


Memphis & Shelby County Public Library and Information 


Nashville: Stevenson Science Library, Vanderbilt University 

Austin: McKinney Engineering Library, University of Texas 
at Austin 

College Station: Sterling C. Evans Library, Texas A & M 

University 

Dallas Public Library 

Houston: The Fondren Library, Rice University 

Salt Lake City: Marriott Library, University of Utah 

Richmond: James Branch Cabell Library, Virginia Commonwealth 
University 

Seattle: Engineering Library, University of Washington 

Morgantown: Evansdale Library, West Virginia University 

Madison: Kurt F. Wendt Library, University of Wisconsin 


Milwaukee Public Library 


Telephone Contact 


(701) 777-4888 
(513) 369-6936 
.--- (216) 623-2870 
.-- (614) 292-6175 

(419) 259-5212 


(405) 744-7086 
.-- (503) 378-4239 
(215) 686-5331 
(412) 622-3138 
(814) 865-4861 
(401) 455-8027 
(803) 792-2372 


inicrosaineatranae (803) 656-3024 


(901) 725-8877 
(615) 322-2775 


(512) 495-4500 


(409) 845-3826 
(214) 670-1468 
(713) 527-8101 Ext.2587 
(801) 581-8394 


(804) 367-1104 
(206) 543-0740 
(304) 293-2510 


(608) 262-6845 
(414) 278-3247 





PATENT EXAMINING CORPS 


BRUCE LEHMAN, Commissioner 
STEPHEN G. KUNIN, Acting Assistant Commissioner 
STEPHEN G. KUNIN, Deputy Assistant Commissioner 


Phone Number 
PATENT EXAMINING GROUPS Area Code 703 


CHEMICAL EXAMINING GROUPS 


GENERAL METALLURGICAL, INORGANIC, PETROLEUM AND 

ELECTRICAL CHEMISTRY, AND ENGINEERING, GROUP 1100 — 

celal eeneeninp cotcnkegbeonauerammesesentoesinenboae 308-0661 1/02/93 
ORGANIC CHEMISTRY, GROUP 1200 — JOHN F. TERAPANE, JR., Director ................ccccceceseseseeeeeseneees 308-1235 12/10/92 
SPECIALIZED CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES AND CHEMICAL ENGINEERING, 

ee Ce eG NUE 0. UII, CRUIIIIO sncseinnidcsncsiastosonsensensendsonsstavecoensecsiecishoeynstoanacecsceessoenseineces 308-065 | 10/09/92 
HIGH POLYMER CHEMISTRY, PLASTICS, COATING, PHOTOGRAPHY, 

STOCK MATERIALS AND COMPOSITIONS, GROUP 1500 — J.O. THOMAS, Director ..................-. 308-2351 10/09/92 
BIOTECHNOLOGY, GROUP 1800 — BARRY S. RICHMAN, Director .................:cessssseseeeeeenenensnseeeneneeneees 308-0196 12/27/92 


ELECTRICAL EXAMINING GROUPS 


INDUSTRIAL ELECTRONICS, PHYSICS AND RELATED ELEMENTS, 

a ee ae as II nancies dieimeen dere rasi dons tipeipeciepnmintesessenenevesiiencnsiosnionten 308-1782 6/09/92 
SPECIAL LAWS ADMINISTRATION, GROUP 2200 — ROBERT E. GARRETT, Director .................000++: 308-0511 5/23/92 
COMPUTER SYSTEMS AND COMPUTER APPLICATION, GROUP 2300 — 

ET TTI ccccocctienicsenta i cocilianidineainstitnbaniesnnessnieiieaemsapesseasnersetosttestatussenenenectionetes 305-9600 1/06/92 
PACKAGES, CLEANING, TEXTILES AND GEOMETRICAL INSTRUMENTS 

me re re EL, MINUET «sess nerccnsesnsinainaussonestsenconineesecseceseqeedesesqasuanseonecesanecceneesteste 308-0771 3/25/92 
ELECTRONIC AND OPTICAL SYSTEMS AND DEVICES, GROUP 2500 — 

EE EER ee EEE RES SE Se eT 308-0956 1/24/93 
COMMUNICATIONS, MEASURING, TESTING AND LAMP/DISCHARGE GROUP, 

ee a ee UNIFY EEO, BNUIIINIIENT 0.<scrvsovrensscssestenoscesseonosssceostersenercsneneceonisseonoseesowesebseansecntentecsie UTI 5/16/92 
DESIGN, GROUP 2900 — ROBERT E. GARRETT, Direct0r ...............ccccccscssssssessessssessesesesessenesecenssscesesessenees 308-0511 8/12/91 


MECHANICAL EXAMINING GROUPS 


HANDLING AND TRANSPORTATION MEDIA, GROUP 3100 — F. R. SCHMIDT, 

STITT icles hii tacecehcetbeannenedinnies di eaanaoaeeeitaabenaddesihiasiadndiabeiisdelisngantnneesemabinnianeceuseteeiiadndettnenitonstonesiaseiens 308-1113 11/09/92 
MATERIAL SHAPING, ARTICLE MANUFACTURING AND TOOLS, 

EE EEE EE RAT TE TT 308-1148 9/26/92 
MECHANICAL TECHNOLOGIES AND HUSBANDRY PERSONAL 

TREATMENT INFORMATION, GROUP 3300 — J. J. LOVE, Director .................cccccceseecceseessesceneeseeneeeee 308-0858 11/17/92 
SOLAR, HEAT, POWER, AND FLUID ENGINEERING DEVICES, 

GROUP 3400 — JOHN KITTLE, Director soloists GE 8/25/92 
GENERAL CONSTRUCTION, PETROLEUM AND MINING ENGINEERI 

ESTELLE OE ELL LOL AAT ATA 308-1021 1/07/93 


*A communication from the examiner should have been received in most applications filed prior to this date. 


Expiration of Patents: The patents within the range of numbers indicated below expire during Dec. 1993 except those which may have had their 
terms curtailed by disclaimer under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 253. Other patents, issued after the dates of the range of numbers indicated below, 
may have expired before the full term of 17 years for the same reasons, or have lapsed under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 151 
ae : : . Numbers 3,995,320 to 4,000,519 inclusive 
INI sccnvsmsinsnissanciinseconinicclanccinteinitivdiceketeshesidauaaeshellspacit een deaenephaniitaee tae Adasisdbeitissbnstennbadelleidaaniaiegandeneemeeienn ey 
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U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 1158 TMOG 333 


TRADEMARK OPERATION 


Bruce Lehman, Commissioner 
Robert M. Anderson, Acting Assistant Commissioner 
Robert M. Anderson, Deputy Assistant Commissioner 
David E. Bucher, Director, Trademark Examining Operation 
Condition of Trademark Applications as of December 1, 1993 


Oldest Date 


Amend- 


Law Office ment Filed 


Law Office 3—Kathryn A. Dobbs, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9103 
Scientific Equipment, Furniture, Houseware and Glass—Int. Classes 
9, 20, 21 Services—Int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 
Law Office 4—Sharon Marsh, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9104 
Scientific Equipment. Furniture, Houseware and Glass—Int. Classes 
9, 20, 21 Services—int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 
Law Office S—Mary Sparrow, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9105 
Cosmetics, Cleaning Preparations, Paper Products and Toys—Int. 
Classes 3, 16, 28 Services—int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 
Law Office 6—Myra Kurzbard, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9106 
Scientific Equipment, Furniture, Houseware and Glass—Int. Classes 
9, 20, 21 Services—int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 
Law Office 7—David Shallant, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9107 
Lubricants, Fuels, Industrial Equipment & Materials—Int. Classes 
4, 6, 11, 14, 19 Services—int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 
Law Office 8—Thomas Lamone, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9108 
Cosmetics, Cleaning Preparations, Paper Products & Toys—Int. 
Classes 3, 16, 28 Services—Int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 
Law Office 9—Sidney Moskowitz, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9109 
Lubricants, Industrial Equipment, Materials & Musical Instruments- 
Int. Classes 4, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, Services—Iint. Classes 35, 
36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 
Law Office 10—Jean Logan, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9110 
Cordage, Fibers, Yarns, Threads, Fabrics, Clothing & Floor Covering- 
Int. Classes 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27 Services-Int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 
° 8/05/93 10/17/93 
Law Office-11—Thomas Howell, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9111 
Paints, Pharmaceuticals & Medical Apparatus—Int. Classes 2, 5, 10 
Services—Int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 8/13/93 8/20/93 
Law Office 12—Deborah Cohn, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9112 
Cosmetics, Cleaning Preparations, Paper Products & Toys—Int. 
Classes 3, 16, 28 Services—Int. Classes 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42 8/04/93 10/26/93 
Law Office 13—Craig Morris, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9113 
Chemicals, Food, Beverages, Wines & Spirits—Iint. Classes 1, 29, 30, 31, 32, 
So Dewwsann— Tart, Coen SG, SU, FT, Te, FO I UG asa ccsesecses cevcenesansesetvevtcensovscomenensececcsove 7/23/93 9/23/93 
Law Office 14—Ron Williams, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9114 
Chemicals, Food, Beverages, Wines & Spirits—Iint. Classes 1, 29, 30, 31, 32, 
Ce i ee ig ig i i Ee eee 8/16/93 10/06/93 
Law Office 15—Paul Fahrenkopf, Managing Attorney, (703) 308-9115 
Rubber, Leather Goods & Clothing—17, 18, 25 Services—Int. Classes 
rs a i NE iconssestaihintmienanccseen tcktemcnnensigciisintementbinteiasibinsimasionaasinnaplapiteeaneiine 8/06/93 7/15/93 
** Collective Marks—Class 200 
** Certification Marks—Classes A & B 
Office of Trademark Services—Jodi Rush, Director (703) 308-9000 
Post Registration Section—Jacqueline Cole, Managing Attorney, 
(703) 308-9500 
Affidavits Under Sections $ & 15 (Al Clnanes) ..............00-c-cscscsnseoessscscssesesvscssscscecseeeesoovesesessnsereeceees 7/19/93 
Renewals (All Classes) : 8/12/93 
Section 12(C) Publications (All Classes) 


. ** Assigned to each law office 

. Applicants with inquiries concerning the status of their applications and a touch tone telephone should call (703) 305-8747 from 6:30 A.M. to 
Midnight EST, Monday thru Friday. This automated voice system will provide the current status of your application. Applicants are urged not 
to file unnecessary inquires concerning the status of their applications. See Section 411 of the Trademark Manual of Examining Procedure. 

. * These dates identify the oldest unassigned new case in each law office. All cases with earlier dates have ~ither been examined and made the 
subject of an action or are currently being worked on by the assigned examiner. 











CLASS 2 
5,274,846 
5,274,847 
5,274,848 
5,274,849 
5,274,850 
5,274,851 
5,274,852 
5,274,853 
5,274,854 


CLASS 4 


5,274,855 
5,274,856 
5,274,857 
5,274,858 
5,274,859 
5,274,860 
5,274,861 


CLASS 5 


5,274,862 
5,274,863 
5,274,864 
5,274,865 


CLASS 8 


5,275,625 
5,274,866 
5,275,626 
5,275,627 
CLASS 14 
5,274,867 
CLASS 15 
5,274,868 
5,274,869 
5,274,870 
5,274,871 
5,274,872 
5,274,873 
5,274,874 
5,274,876 
$5,274,875 
5,274,877 
5,274,878 


CLASS 16 


5,274,879 
5,274,880 
5,274,881 
5,274,882 


CLASS 19 


5,274,883 
5,274,884 


CLASS 23 
5,275,628 


81.1 
120 
627 
oat 


115.62 
149.1 
405 
$72 


5,274,885 
5,274,886 
5,274,887 
5,274,888 
5,274,889 
5,274,890 


CLASS 26 


5,274,891 
5,274,892 


CLASS 28 


5,274,893 
5,274,894 


CLASS 29 


$,275,629 
5,274,895 
5,274,896 
5,274,897 
5,274,898 
5,274,899 
5,274,900 
5,274,901 
5,274,902 
$,274,903 


CLASSIFICATION OF PATENTS 


ISSUED JANUARY 4, 1994 


NoTE.—First number, class; second number, subclass; third number, patent number 


773 
827 
830 
840 
841 
846 
848 
860 
882 
888.09 


5,274,910 
5,274,911 
5,274,912 
5,274,913 
5,274,914 
5,274,915 
5,274,916 
5,274,917 
5,274,918 
5,274,919 
890.039 5,274,920 
898.059 $5,274,921 


CLASS 30 


5,274,922 
5,274,923 
5,274,924 
CLASS 33 
5,274,925 
5,274,926 
5,274,927 
5,274,928 
5,274,929 
CLASS %4 
23 5,274,930 
46 5,274,931 
CLASS 36 
5,274,932 
$5,274,933 
CLASS 38 
5,274,934 
CLASS 40 
5,274,935 
5,274,936 
5,274,937 
5,274,938 
CLASS 42 
5,274,939 
5,274,940 
5,274,941 
CLASS 43 
5,274,942 


47 
275 
379 


273 


407 


114 
136 


102.91 


356 
533 
600 
617 


69.03 
94 
101 


5,274,950 
CLASS 44 


5,275,630 
5,275,631 


CLASS 47 


5,274,951 
5,274,952 
5,274,953 


CLASS 48 
5,275,632 
CLASS 49 
5,274,954 
5,274,955 
CLASS 51 
5,274,956 
5,274,957 
5,274,958 


386 
406 


49 

2L 

74 BS 
103 R 
109 R 
206 P 
281R 
283 E 
309 


417 5,274,964 


CLASS 52 
il 
23 
93.1 
97 


102 
126.2 
ao 


220.5 5,274,972 


243 
300 


456 
480 
547 
595 
646 
712 
747 


399 
451 
$50 


4.1 


39.14 
39.32 
39.36 
39.37 
39.45 
39.51 
39.55 
220 
226.1 
74 


9 
12.04 
58 


14 
56 
128 
209 


5,274,973 
5,274,974 
5,274,975 
5,274,976 
$3,274,977 
5,274,978 
5,274,979 
5,274,980 
5,274,981 
5,274,982 


CLASS 53 


5,274,983 
5,274,984 
5,274,985 


CLASS 54 
5,274,986 
CLASS 55 


5,275,635 
5,275,636 


CLASS 56 
5,274,987 
5,274,988 
5,274,989 
5,274,990 


CLASS 60 


1 5,274,996 
5,274,991 
5,274,992 
5,274,993 
5,274,994 

1 5,274,997 
5,274,995 
5,274,998 
5,274,999 
5,275,000 


CLASS 62 


5,275,001 
5,275,002 
5,275,003 
5,275,004 
5,275,005 
5,275,006 
5,275,007 


5,275,018 
CLASS 63 
5,275,019 
CLASS 65 
5,275,637 
5,275,638 
CLASS 66 


5,275,020 
5,275,021 
$,275,022 
5,275,023 
CLASS 68 
5,275,024 
5,275,025 
5,275,026 
CLASS 70 
5,275,027 
5,275,028 
5,275,029 
5,275,030 
CLASS 71 
5,275,639 
CLASS 72 
5,275,031 
5,275,032 
5,275,033 
5,275,034 
5,275,046 


CLASS 73 
$,275,035 
5,275,036 
5,275,037 
5,275,038 
5,275,040 
5,275,041 
5,275,042 


$5,275,061 
5,275,062 
5,275,063 


CLASS 74 


Re.34,493 
5,275,064 
5,275,065 
5,275,066 
5,275,067 
5,275,068 
5,275,069 


CLASS 75 
BI 4,738,713 

CLASS 81 
5,275,070 

CLASS 82 


5,275,071 
5,275,072 
CLASS 83 
5,275,073 
5,275,074 
5,275,075 
5,275,076 
5,275,077 
CLASS 84 
5,276,270 
5,276,271 
5,275,078 
5,275,079 
5,275,080 
5,275,081 
5,275,082 
5,276,272 
5,276,273 
5,276,274 
5,276,275 
5,276,276 


CLASS 89 
8 5,275,083 
196 5,275,084 

CLASS 91 
$,275,08S 
5,275,086 

CLASS 92 
71 5,275,087 
88 5,275,088 

CLASS 95 
5,275,640 
5,275,634 
5,275,641 

CLASS 96 
5,275,642 
5,275,643 
5,275,644 

CLASS 99 
5,275,089 
5,275,090 


865.6 


89.2 
110 
483 R 
493 
$51.1 
$57 
x44 


10.18 
3.29 


1.11 
164 


171 
437 
499 
698 
880 


22 

94.2 
280 
318 
406 
415 
477B 
600 
615 


661 
728 


170R 
432 


149 
188 
190 


289 R 
33% 


356 
407 
408 
416 
$33 


CLASS 


93 RP 


CLASS 


$,275,091 
5,275,092 
$5,275,093 
5,275,094 
5,275,095 


$,275,096 
$,275,097 


5,275,098 
5,275,099 
5,275,100 
5,275,102 
5,275,104 
5,275,105 
5,275,103 


5,275,106 
$,275,101 


$,275,110 
104 


$,275,111 
5,275,112 


105 
$5,275,113 
106 


5,275,645 
5,275,646 
5,275,647 
5,275,648 
5,275,114 
5,275,649 
$,275,651 
5,275,650 
5,275,652 
5,275,653 
5,275,654 
5,275,655 


110 
5,275,115 
112 
5,275,116 
14 


5,275,117 
5,275,118 
5,275,119 
5,275,120 
5,275,121 


116 
5,275,122 
118 


5,275,656 
5,275,657 
5,275,658 
5,275,659 
5,275,660 
5,275,661 
5,275,662 
5,275,663 
5,275,664 
5,275,665 


5,275,124 
5,275,125 
5,275,126 
5,275,129 
Re.34,494 
$,275,130 


5,275,128 
13 


5,275,133 
5,275,134 
5,275,135 
$5,275,136 
5,275,137 
5,275,138 


236.1 


3 
15 


62 
75 


100 
224 
234 


355.17 
360 


377 
454.6 
492 
510 


516.29 
596 
625.46 


870 


121 
125 
135 


5,275,139 
5,275,140 
5,275,141 
$5,275,142 
5,275,143 
5,275,144 
5,275,145 
5,275,146 


$5,275,147 
5,275,148 
5,275,149 
$5,275,150 


CLASS 127 
5,275,666 
CLASS 128 


5,275,151 
$,275,152 
5,275,153 
5,275,154 
5,275,159 
5,275,160 
5,275,161 
5,275,162 
5,275,163 


5,275,180 
132 

5,275,181 
5,275,182 
$5,275,183 


134 
5,275,667 


5,275,185 
135 
5,275,186 
5,275,187 
5,275,188 
136 
5,275,670 
CLASS 137 
5,275,189 
5,275,190 
5,275,191 
5,275,192 
5,275,193 
5,275,194 
5,275,195 
5,275,196 
$5,275,197 
5,275,198 
5,275,199 
5,275,200 
5,275,201 
5,275,202 
5,275,203 
5,275,204 
$5,275,205 
5,275,206 
$,275,207 


CLASS 138 


5,275,208 
B1 4,862,923 
5,275,209 


PI 101 





102 


CLASS 139 


5,275,210 
$,275,211 


CLASS 141 


$,275,212 
$,275,213 
5,275,214 
$,275,215 
$5,275,216 


CLASS 148 


5,275,671 
$5,275,672 
CLASS 150 
$5,275,217 
CLASS 152 
5,275,218 
CLASS 156 
$5,275,673 
5,275,674 
5,275,675 
5,275,676 
5,275,677 
5,275,678 
5,275,679 
5,275,680 
5,275,681 
5,275,682 
5,275,683 
5,275,684 
5,275,685 
5,275,686 
5,275,687 
5,275,688 
5,275,689 
5,275,690 
5,275,691 
5,275,692 
5,275,693 
5,059,279 
5,275,694 
5,275,695 
5,275,696 
5,275,697 


CLASS 160 


5,275,219 
5,275,220 
5,275,221 
5,275,222 
5,275,223 
5,275,224 
$,275,225 


CLASS 162 


5,275,698 
5,275,699 
5,275,700 


CLASS 164 


63 5,275,226 
122.1 5,275,227 
122.2 $5,275,228 

5,275,229 


CLASS 165 


$5,275,230 
5,275,231 
$5,275,237 
$5,275,232 
5,275,233 
5,275,234 
5,275,235 
5,275,236 


CLASS 166 


$5,275,238 
$,275,239 
5,275,240 
5,275,241 
5,275,242 


CLASS 169 
5,275,243 
5,275,244 

CLASS 174 
5,276,277 
5,276,278 
5,276,279 
5,276,280 
5,276,281 
5,276,289 
5,276,290 

CLASS 175 
5,275,245 
5,275,246 

CLASS 178 
5,276,282 

CLASS 180 
5,275,247 


209 R 


177 
181.2 
358.1 


CLASSIFICATION OF PATENTS 


65.6 5,275,248 
69.2 5,275,249 
79 5,275,250 
142 5,275,251 
197 5,275,252 
5,275,253 
5,275,254 
$,275,255 


CLASS 181 
5,276,291 

CLASS 182 
5,275,256 
5,275,257 

CLASS 184 
6.4 5,275,258 

CLASS 187 


108 5,276,292 
112 $5,276,293 
121 5,276,294 
132 5,276,295 


CLASS 188 


248 
326 


224 


103 
116 


5 5,275,259 
79.64 
82.2 
82.6 

251A 
299 


5,275,260 
5,275,261 
5,275,262 
5,275,263 
5,275,264 
5,275,265 


CLASS 192 


0.033 5,275,267 
3.55 5,275,266 
48.92 5,275,268 
Cc 5,275,269 


CLASS 198 


$5,275,270 
$5,275,271 
5,275,272 
5,275,273 
5,275,274 
$5,275,275 


CLASS 200 


5,276,283 
5,276,284 
5,276,285 
5,276,286 
5,276,287 
5,276,288 
5,276,299 


CLASS 203 


5,275,701 
$5,275,702 


CLASS 204 


5,275,703 
5,275,704 
5,275,705 
5,275,706 
5,275,707 
5,275,708 
5,275,709 
5,275,710 
5,275,712 
5,275,711 


CLASS 205 


5,275,713 
5,275,714 
5,275,715 
5,275,716 
5,275,717 


CLASS 206 


5,275,276 
$5,275,277 
5,275,278 
5,275,279 
5,275,280 
5,275,281 
5,275,282 
5,275,283 
5,275,284 
5,275,285 
5,275,286 
5,275,288 
5,275,289 
5,275,290 
$5,275,291 
CLASS 208 
5,275,719 
5,275,718 
5,275,720 
CLASS 209 
5,275,292 
5,275,293 
$5,275,294 
5,275,295 


356 


CLASS 210 


5,275,721 
$,275,722 
5,275,723 
5,275,724 
5,275,725 
$,275,726 
$,275,727 
5,275,728 
5,275,729 
5,275,730 
$,275,731 
5,275,732 
5,275,733 
5,275,734 
5,275,735 
5,275,736 
5,275,737 
5,275,738 
$5,275,739 
5,275,740 
5,275,741 
5,275,742 
5,275,743 


CLASS 211 


5,275,296 
$5,275,297 


CLASS 215 


114 5,275,298 
341 $,275,299 
344 5,275,287 

CLASS 217 
5,275,300 
CLASS 219 

10.55 B 5,276,300 

69.12 5,276,301 

69.17 5,276,302 
110 5,276,308 
116 5,276,296 
121.43 5,276,297 

5,276,298 
5,276,303 
5,276,304 
5,276,305 
5,276,306 
$5,276,307 
5,276,309 
5,276,310 
CLASS 220 
5,275,301 
$,275,302 
5,275,303 
5,275,304 


CLASS 221 
96 5,275,305 
5,275,306 

CLASS 222 


42 $,275,307 
64 
129.1 
130 
209 


169 
195.1 
198.2 
232 
321.67 
321.74 
373 
391 
472 


$25 


5,275,313 
CLASS 224 


5,275,314 
5,275,315 
5,275,316 
5,275,318 
5,275,317 
5,275,319 
5,275,320 


CLASS 225 
$,275,321 
CLASS 227 


5,275,322 
5,275,323 


CLASS 228 


5,275,324 
$5,275,325 
4,982,890 
5,275,326 
$5,275,327 
5,275,328 
5,275,329 
$,275,330 


5,275,331 
5,275,332 


CLASS 235 


5,276,311 
$5,276,312 
5,276,314 
5,276,315 
5,276,316 


486 $5,276,317 


CLASS 236 


51 5,275,333 
58 $,275,334 


CLASS 239 


7 5,275,335 
84 5,275,336 
91 5,275,337 

327 5,275,338 
43 5,275,339 
$23 5,275,340 
585.4 5,275,341 
CLASS 241 
73 $5,275,342 
CLASS 242 
5,275,343 
5,275,344 
5,275,345 
5,275,346 
$,275,347 
75.51 5,275,348 
86.50 R 5,275,349 
131 5,275,350 
191 5,275,351 
261 5,275,352 
5,275,353 


43R 
58.5 
67.1R 
711 


5,275,354 
5,275,355 
5,275,356 
5,275,357 
5,275,358 
5,275,359 
5,275,360 
5,275,361 
5,275,362 


CLASS 248 


5,275,363 
5,275,364 
5,275,365 
5,275,366 
5,275,367 
5,275,368 
5,275,369 
5,275,370 
5,275,371 


CLASS 249 
5,275,372 
CLASS 250 


5,276,318 
5,276,319 
5,276,320 
5,276,321 
5,276,322 
5,276,323 
5,276,324 
5,276,325 
5,276,326 
5,276,327 
5,276,328 
5,276,329 
5,276,331 
5,276,330 
5,276,332 
5,276,333 
5,276,334 
5,276,335 
5,276,337 
5,276,336 
5,276,313 


CLASS 251 


5,275,373 
5,275,374 
5,275,375 
5,275,376 
5,275,377 


CLASS 252 


5,275,744 
5,275,745 
5,275,746 
$5,275,747 
5,275,748 
5,275,749 
5,275,750 
5,275,751 
5,275,752 
$,275,753 
5,275,755 
5,275,756 
5,275,757 
$,275,759 
5,275,758 
5,275,760 
5,275,761 


CLASS 254 
5,275,378 


372 


4 
35 
48 
57 


52 
127 
194 
223 
302 
306 
336 
352 
360 
388 


5,275,379 
CLASS 256 
5,275,380 
5,275,381 
5,275,382 
5,275,383 


CLASS 257 


5,276,338 
5,276,339 
5,276,340 
5,276,341 
5,276,342 
5,276,343 
5,276,344 
5,276,345 
5,276,346 
5,276,347 
5,276,348 
5,276,349 
5,276,350 
5,276,351 
5,276,352 


CLASS 261 


5,275,762 
5,275,763 


CLASS 264 


5,275,765 
5,275,764 
5,275,766 
5,275,767 
5,275,768 
5,275,769 
5,275,779 
5,275,770 
5,275,771 
5,275,772 
5,275,773 
5,275,774 
5,275,775 
5,275,776 
5,275,777 
5,275,778 
5,275,780 


CLASS 266 


5,275,384 
5,275,385 


$,275,387 
5,275,386 
5,275,388 
5,275,389 


CLASS 269 


5,275,390 
5,275,391 


CLASS 271 


$5,275,393 
5,275,394 
5,275,395 


CLASS 273 


5,275,396 
$5,275,407 
5,275,399 
5,275,408 
5,275,409 
5,275,401 
5,275,400 
5,275,410 
5,275,402 
5,275,411 
5,275,403 
5,275,412 
5,275,404 
5,275,405 
5,275,406 
5,275,413 
5,275,414 
5,275,415 
5,275,416 
5,275,417 
5,275,418 
5,275,419 


CLASS 277 


5,275,420 
5,275,421 
5,275,422 
5,275,423 


CLASS 279 


5,275,424 
5,275,425 


5,275,426 
5,275,427 
5,275,428 
5,275,429 
5,275,430 
5,275,431 


PI 101 


5,275,432 
5,275,433 
5,275,434 
5,275,435 
5,275,436 
5,275,437 


CLASS 281 


5,275,438 
5,275,439 


CLASS 285 


5,275,440 
5,275,441 
5,275,442 
5,275,443 
5,275,444 
5,275,445 
5,275,446 
5,275,447 
5,275,448 
5,275,449 


CLASS 290 
$5,276,353 

CLASS 292 
$5,275,450 

CLASS 294 


5,275,451 
5,275,452 
5,275,453 


CLASS 296 


1.1 5,275,455 
37.12 5,275,456 
65.1 5,275,457 

100 5,275,458 
5,275,459 
5,275,460 
5,275,461 


CLASS 297 


5,275,465 
191 5,275,462 
229 5,275,463 
250 5,275,464 
5,275,466 
5,275,467 
5,275,454 
5,275,468 


CLASS 299 


1.7 5,275,469 
41 5,275,470 


CLASS 301 


5,275,471 
5,275,472 
5,275,473 


CLASS 303 


5,275,474 
5,275,475 
5,275,476 
5,275,477 
5,275,478 


CLASS 307 


5,276,354 
5,276,355 
5,276,356 
$,276,357 
5,276,359 
5,276,360 
5,276,361 
5,276,362 
5,276,363 
5,276,364 
5,276,365 
5,276,366 
5,276,367 
5,276,358 
5,276,368 
5,276,369 
5,276,370 
5,276,371 
CLASS 310 
5,276,372 
5,276,373 
5,276,374 
5,276,375 
5,276,375 


CLASS 312 


5,275,479 
5,275,480 
$5,275,481 
5,275,482 
5,275,483 
CLASS 313 
5,276,377 
5,276,378 
5,276,379 
5,276,380 


204 


81.6 
82.32 
103.1 


the 
483 


235.9 
33441 


461 
491 


504 





506 
582 


3 


158 F 
158R 
239 
309 


319 
551 


825.02 
825.03 
825.06 
825.33 
825.52 
825.79 


826 


51 


7 
111.210 


5,276,381 
5,276,382 
5,276,384 


CLASS 315 


5,276,385 
5,276,386 


CLASS 318 
5,276,387 
5,276,388 
5,276,389 
5,276,391 
5,276,390 
5,276,383 
5,276,392 


CLASS 320 
5,276,393 

CLASS 323 
5,276,394 

CLASS 324 


$5,276,395 
5,276,400 
5,276,396 
5,276,397 
5,276,398 
5,276,399 
5,276,401 
5,276,402 


CLASS 328 
5,276,403 

CLASS 330 
5,276,404 
5,276,405 


5,276,406 
5,276,407 


CLASS 331 
5,276,408 
CLASS 333 


5,276,409 
5,276,410 
5,276,411 
5,276,412 
5,276,413 
5,276,414 
5,276,415 


CLASS 335 


5,276,416 
5,276,417 
5,276,418 
5,276,419 
$5,276,420 


CLASS 336 
5,276,421 
CLASS 337 
5,276,422 
CLASS 338 
5,276,423 
CLASS 340 


5,276,424 
5,276,426 
5,276,427 
5,276,428 
5,276,429 
5,276,430 
$5,276,431 
5,276,432 
5,276,433 
5,276,434 
5,276,435 
5,276,436 
5,276,439 
5,276,440 
5,276,441 
5,276,443 
5,276,444 
5,276,442 
5,276,445 
5,276,425 
CLASS 341 
B1 4,558,302 
5,276,446 
CLASS 342 
5,276,447 
5,276,448 
5,276,449 
5,276,450 
5,276,453 
5,276,451 
5,276,452 
CLASS 343 
5,276,454 


11 
33 A 


107 R 
108 
134 


139 R 
140 R 
153.1 


153 
166 


76 
106 


22 
200 


206 
208 


212 
220 
245 
247 
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5,276,457 
CLASS 345 


5,276,438 
5,276,437 
5,276,458 
5,276,811 


CLASS 346 


5,276,467 
5,276,459 
5,276,460 
5,276,461 
5,276,463 
5,276,464 
5,276,465 
5,276,466 
5,276,468 
5,276,469 


CLASS 351 


5,276,471 
BI 4,758,448 


CLASS 354 


5,276,472 
5,276,470 
5,276,473 
5,276,474 
5,276,475 
5,276,476 
5,276,477 


CLASS 355 


5,276,478 
5,276,479 
5,276,480 
5,276,481 
5,276,482 
5,276,483 
5,276,484 
5,276,485 
5,276,486 
5,276,487 
5,276,488 
5,276,489 
5,276,490 
5,276,491 
5,276,492 
5,276,493 
5,276,494 
5,276,495 


CLASS 356 


5,276,496 
5,276,497 
5,276,498 
5,276,499 
5,276,500 
5,276,501 
5,276,502 
5,276,503 
5,276,504 


CLASS 358 


5,276,505 
5,276,506 
5,276,507 
5,276,508 
5,276,512 
5,276,513 
5,276,514 
5,276,515 
5,276,516 
5,276,517 
5,276,518 
5,276,519 
5,276,520 
5,276,521 
5,276,522 
5,276,523 
5,276,524 
5,276,525 
5,276,526 
5,276,527 
5,276,528 
5,276,529 
5,276,530 
5,276,531 
5,276,532 
5,276,533 
5,276,535 
5,276,534 
5,276,536 
5,276,509 
5,276,510 
5,276,511 


CLASS 359 


5,276,537 
5,276,538 
5,276,539 
5,276,540 
5,276,541 
5,276,542 
5,276,543 


457 
470 
478 
487 


578 
721 
748 
787 
822 


106 


5,276,546 
5,276,547 
5,276,548 
5,276,549 
5,276,550 
5,276,551 
5,276,552 
5,276,553 
5,276,554 
5,276,555 
5,276,556 


5,276,557 
5,276,558 
5,276,559 
$5,276,560 
5,276,561 
5,276,562 
5,276,563 
5,276,564 
5,276,565 
5,276,566 
5,276,567 
5,276,568 
5,276,569 
$5,276,570 
5,276,571 
5,276,572 
Re.34,497 
5,276,577 
5,276,573 
5,276,578 
5,276,574 
5,276,575 
5,276,579 
5,276,580 
5,276,576 
5,276,581 


31 


5,276,582 
5,276,586 
5,276,583 
5,276,589 
5,276,585 
5,276,587 
5,276,584 
5,276,588 
5,276,590 


CLASS 362 


5,276,591 
5,276,592 
5,276,593 
5,276,594 
5,276,595 
5,276,596 
5,276,597 
5,276,598 
5,276,599 
5,276,600 
5,276,601 


CLASS 363 


5,276,602 
5,276,603 
5,276,604 
5,276,605 


CLASS 364 


5,276,606 
5,276,607 
5,276,608 
5,276,609 
5,276,610 
5,276,611 
5,276,612 
5,276,613 
5,276,614 
5,276,615 
5,276,616 
5,276,617 
5,276,618 
5,276,619 
5,276,620 
5,276,621 
5,276,622 
5,276,623 
5,276,624 
5,276,625 
5,276,626 
5,276,627 
5,276,628 
5,276,629 
5,276,630 
5,276,631 
5,276,632 
5,276,633 
5,276,634 
5,276,635 
5,276,636 


CLASS 365 
5,276,637 


189.01 
189.02 
189.04 
189.07 
189.09 
189.8 


201 


206 
207 


226 


10 


32 
44.23 
54 


58 
59 


86 


5,276,640 
5,276,644 
5,276,641 
5,276,642 
5,276,645 
5,276,646 
5,276,643 
5,276,647 
5,276,648 
5,276,649 
5,276,650 
5,276,653 
5,276,651 
$5,276,652 


CLASS 366 


5,275,484 
5,275,485 
5,275,486 
5,275,487 


CLASS 367 


5,276,654 
5,276,655 
5,276,656 
5,276,657 
5,276,658 


CLASS 368 


5,276,659 
5,276,660 
5,276,661 


CLASS 369 


5,276,662 
5,276,663 
5,276,664 
5,276,665 
5,276,666 
5,276,667 
5,276,668 
5,276,669 
5,276,670 
5,276,671 
5,276,672 
5,276,673 
5,276,674 
5,276,675 


CLASS 370 


5,276,676 
5,276,677 
5,276,678 
5,276,679 
5,276,680 
5,276,681 
5,276,682 
5,276,683 
5,276,684 
5,276,686 
5,276,685 
5,276,688 
5,276,687 
5,276,689 


CLASS 371 


5,276,690 
5,276,692 
5,276,691 


CLASS 372 


5,276,693 
5,276,694 
5,276,695 
5,276,696 
5,276,697 
5,276,698 
5,276,699 
5,276,700 
5,276,701 
5,276,702 


CLASS 374 


5,275,488 
5,275,489 


CLASS 375 


5,276,703 
5,276,704 
5,276,705 
5,276,706 
5,276,707 
5,276,708 
5,276,709 
5,276,710 
5,276,711 
$5,276,712 
5,276,713 
5,276,714 
5,276,781 
5,276,715 
5,276,716 


CLASS 376 
5,276,717 


283 
446 


33 
61 


15 
103 


5,276,720 
5,276,721 


CLASS 377 


5,276,722 
5,276,723 


CLASS 378 
5,276,724 


5,276,725 
5,276,726 


CLASS 379 


5,276,727 
5,276,728 
5,276,729 
Re.34,496 
5,276,730 
5,276,731 
5,276,732 
5,276,733 


5,276,734 
5,276,735 
5,276,736 
5,276,737 
5,276,738 


5,276,739 
5,276,740 


5,276,741 
5,276,742 


5,275,490 
5,275,491 


5,275,492 
5,275,493 


5,276,744 
5,276,743 
5,276,745 
5,276,746 
5,276,747 
5,276,748 
5,276,749 
5,276,750 
5,276,751 
5,276,752 
$,276,753 
5,276,754 
5,276,755 
5,276,756 
5,276,757 
5,276,759 
5,276,758 
5,276,760 
5,276,761 
5,276,762 


392 
5,276,763 
395 


5,276,764 
5,276,765 
5,276,766 
5,276,767 
5,276,768 
5,276,769 
5,276,770 
5,276,771 
5,276,772 
5,276,773 
5,276,774 
5,276,775 
5,276,776 
$,276,777 
5,276,778 
5,276,779 
3,276,780 
5,276,782 
5,276,783 
5,276,784 
5,276,785 
5,276,786 
5,276,787 
5,276,788 
5,276,789 
5,276,790 
5,276,791 
5,276,792 
5,276,793 
5,276,794 
5,276,795 
5,276,796 
5,276,797 
5,276,798 
5,276,799 


PI 103 


5,276,802 
5,276,803 
5,276,804 
5,276,805 
5,276,806 
5,276,807 
5,276,808 
5,276,809 
5,276,810 
5,276,812 
5,276,813 
5,276,814 
5,276,815 
5,276,816 
5,276,817 
5,276,818 
5,276,819 
5,276,820 
5,276,821 
5,276,822 
5,276,824 
5,276,825 
5,276,826 
5,276,827 
5,276,828 
5,276,829 
5,276,830 
5,276,831 
5,276,832 
5,276,833 
5,276,834 
5,276,835 
5,276,836 
5,276,837 
5,276,838 
5,276,839 
5,276,840 
5,276,841 
5,276,842 
5,276,843 
5,276,844 
5,276,845 
5,276,846 
5,276,847 
5,276,848 
5,276,849 
5,276,850 
5,276,851 
5,276,852 
5,276,853 
5,276,854 
5,276,855 
5,276,856 
5,276,857 
5,276,858 
5,276,859 
5,276,823 
5,276,860 
5,276,861 
5,276,862 
5,276,863 
5,276,864 
5,276,865 
5,276,866 
5,276,867 
5,276,868 
5,276,869 
5,276,870 
5,276,871 
5,276,872 
5,276,873 
5,276,874 
5,276,875 
5,276,876 
5,276,877 
5,276,878 
5,276,879 
5,276,880 
5,276,881 
5,276,882 
5,276,883 
5,276,884 
5,276,885 
5,276,886 
5,276,887 
5,276,888 
5,276,889 
5,276,890 
5,276,891 
5,276,892 
5,276,893 
5,276,895 
5,276,896 
5,276,897 
5,276,898 
5,276,899 
5,276,900 
5,276,901 
5,276,902 
5,276,903 


CLASS 400 


5,276,455 
5,276,456 


5,276,544 
5,276,545 


156 
162 


5,276,638 
5,276,639 


5,276,718 
$5,276,719 


5,276,800 | 83 
5,276,801 | 197 


5,275,494 
5,275,495 





PI 104 


CLASS 401 


5,275,496 
5,275,497 


CLASS 403 


5,275,498 
5,275,499 


CLASS 404 
5,275,501 
$,275,502 
$,275,503 
5,275,504 

CLASS 405 
5,275,505 
5,275,506 
5,275,507 
5,275,508 
$5,275,509 
5,275,510 
$,275,511 
5,275,$12 
5,275,513 


CLASS 408 
5,275,515 
5,275,514 

CLASS 409 
5,275,516 
$5,275,517 

CLASS 411 
5,275,518 
5,275,519 

CLASS 412 
5,275,520 

CLASS 414 


$,275,521 
5,275,522 
412 5,275,523 
5,275,524 
458 5,275,$25 
495 5,275,526 
795.8 5,275,527 


CLASS 415 


1 5,275,528 
119 5,275,529 
170.1 
173.1 
182.1 
202 


5,275,530 
5,275,531 
5,275,532 
5,275,533 

CLASS 416 
95 5,275,534 
228 $5,275,535 
248 5,275,536 

CLASS 417 
5,275,537 
5,275,538 
5,275,539 
5,275,540 
5,275,541 
5,275,542 

CLASS 418 
5,275,543 

CLASS 419 
5,275,781 
5,275,782 

CLASS 422 


5,275,783 
5,275,784 


5,275,793 
CLASS 423 
5,275,791 


5,275,809 
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$,275,810 

5,275,811 

$,275,812 

$,275,813 

5,275,814 

5,275,815 

5,275,816 

5,275,817 

275,802 

5,275,819 

$,275,820 

5,275,821 

$,275,822 

$5,275,823 

$5,275,824 

5,275,825 

5,275,826 

649 $5,275,827 
670 5,275,828 


CLASS 425 


4R 5,275,544 
73 $5,275,545 
116 5,275,546 
129.1 $5,275,547 
5,275,548 
546 5,275,549 
589 5,275,550 
CLASS 426 
19 5,275,829 
93 5,275,830 
5,275,831 
249 5,275,832 
253 5,275,833 
$77 5,275,834 
607 5,275,835 
627 5,275,836 
661 5,275,837 


CLASS 427 


5,275,838 
5,275,839 
5,275,840 
5,275,841 
5,275,842 
5,275,843 
5,275,845 
5,275,844 
5,275,846 
5,275,847 
5,275,848 
5,275,849 
Bi 4,544,572 
5,275,850 
5,275,851 


CLASS 428 


$5,275,852 
5,275,853 
5,275,854 
$5,275,855 
5,275,856 
5,275,857 
5,275,858 
5,275,859 


5,275,878 
$5,275,879 
5,275,880 
5,275,881 
5,275,882 
5,275,883 
5,275,884 
5,275,885 
5,275,886 
5,275,887 
5,275,888 
5,275,889 
5,275,890 
5,275,891 
5,275,892 
5,275,893 


72 
106 
106.6 
108 
109 


110 
126 
157 
165 


$5,275,932 
CLASS 431 


5,275,551 
5,275,552 
$5,275,553 
$5,275,554 
5,275,555 


CLASS 432 
5,275,556 
CLASS 433 


$,275,557 
5,275,558 
$,275,559 
5,275,560 
5,275,561 
5,275,562 
5,275,563 
5,275,564 


CLASS 434 


5,275,565 
5,275,132 
5,275,566 


CLASS 435 


5,275,933 
5,275,934 
5,275,935 
5,275,936 
5,275,938 
5,275,939 
5,275,940 
5,275,941 
5,275,942 
5,275,943 
5,275,944 
5,275,945 
5,275,946 
5,275,947 
5,275,948 
5,275,949 
5,275,950 


CLASS 436 


5,275,951 
5,275,952 
5,275,953 
5,275,954 


5,275,956 

$5,275,957 
CLASS 437 

5,275,959 


183 
184 
195 


203 


5,275,969 
5,275,970 
5,275,971 
5,275,972 
5,275,973 
5,275,974 
5,275,975 
5,275,976 
5,275,958 
$5,275,977 


CLASS 439 


$5,275,573 
5,275,$74 
5,275,575 


CLASS 455 


5,276,904 
Re.34,499 
5,276,905 
5,276,906 
5,276,907 
5,276,908 
5,276,909 
5,276,910 
5,276,911 
5,276,912 
5,276,913 
5,276,914 
5,276,915 
5,276,916 
5,276,917 
5,276,918 
5,276,919 
5,276,920 
5,276,921 


CLASS 462 
5,275,576 
CLASS 473 


5,275,398 
$5,275,397 


CLASS 474 
$,275,577 
CLASS 482 


5,275,578 
5,275,579 


5,275,978 
5,275,979 
5,275,980 
5,275,981 
5,275,982 
5,275,983 
5,275,984 
5,275,985 
5,275,986 
5,275,987 
5,275,988 
5,275,989 


502 


5,275,990 
5,275,991 
5,275,992 
$5,275,993 
5,275,994 
5,275,995 
5,275,996 
5,275,997 
5,275,998 
5,275,999 
5,276,000 


5,276,001 
5,276,002 
5,276,003 
5,276,004 


CLASS 304 


5,276,005 
5,276,006 
5,276,007 
5,276,008 
5,276,009 


CLASS 505 


5,276,010 
5,276,011 
5,276,012 


CLASS 514 


5,276,013 
5,276,014 
5,276,015 
5,276,016 
5,276,017 
5,276,018 
5,276,019 
5,276,020 
5,276,021 
5,276,022 
5,276,023 


202 


212 
222.5 


231.2 
236.2 


241 
253 


287 
312 
314 
321 
343 
352 


403 
415 
440 


8 
40 


119 
133 
141 
386 
432 
491 
504 
$39 
546 


606 
730 
786 


54.3 


5,276,024 
5,276,025 
5,276,026 
5,276,027 
5,276,028 
5,276,029 
5,276,030 
5,276,031 
5,276,032 
5,276,033 
5,276,034 
5,276,035 
5,276,036 
5,276,037 
5,276,038 
5,276,039 
5,276,040 
5,276,041 
5,276,042 
5,276,043 
5,276,044 
5,276,045 
5,276,046 
5,276,047 
5,276,048 
5,276,049 
5,276,050 
5,276,051 
5,276,053 
5,276,052 
5,276,054 
5,276,055 
5,276,056 
5,276,087 
5,276,058 
5,276,059 
5,276,060 

_ 5,276,061 

CLASS 521 
5,276,062 
5,276,063 


CLASS 522 


5,276,068 
5,276,069 


CLASS 523 


5,276,070 
5,276,071 
5,276,072 
5,276,073 


CLASS 524 


5,276,074 
5,276,075 
5,276,258 
5,276,076 
5,276,077 
5,276,078 
5,276,079 
5,276,080 
5,276,081 
5,276,082 
5,276,083 
5,276,261 
5,276,084 
5,276,085 
5,276,086 
5,276,087 


CLASS 525 


5,276,088 
5,276,089 
5,276,256 
5,276,090 
5,276,091 
5,276,092 
5,276,093 
5,276,094 
5,276,095 
5,276,096 
5,276,097 
5,276,098 
5,276,099 
5,276,100 
5,276,101 
5,276,102 
5,276,103 
5,276,104 
5,276,105 
5,276,106 
5,276,107 
5,276,108 
5,276,109 
5,276,110 
5,276,111 
5,276,112 
CLASS 526 
5,276,113 
5,276,114 
5,276,115 
5,276,116 


PI 103 


5,276,117 
5,276,118 
$,276,119 
5,276,121 


5,276,122 
5,276,123 
5,276,124 
5,276,125 


5,276,135 
530 
5,276,136 
5,276,137 
$5,276,138 
5,276,139 
5,276,140 
5,276,141 
5,276,145 
5,276,142 
5,276,146 


534 


5,276,147 
5,276,148 


536 
5,276,143 
540 
5,276,149 
Se 


5,276,150 
5,276,151 
5,276,152 


5,276,153 
5,276,154 
5,276,120 
5,276,155 
5,276,156 
5,276,157 


5,276,159 
5,276,206 
5,276,160 
5,276,161 
5,276,162 
5,276,163 
5,276,158 
5,276,207 
5,276,164 
5,276,165 
5,276,166 
549 
5,276,167 


5,276,168 
5,276,169 


552 


5,276,170 
5,276,171 


5,276,172 
5,276,208 
5,276,173 


558 
5,276,174 

560 
5,276,175 


5,276,176 
5,276,209 


$5,276,177 
5,276,178 
5,276,179 
5,276,180 
5,276,181 


5,276,182 
5,276,183 
5,276,184 
5,276,185 
5,276,186 
5,276,187 
5,276,188 
5,276,189 
5,276,190 





CLASSIFICATION OF PATENTS 


5,276,191 5,276,217 5,276,236 cuass 5,275,597 
5,276,192 5,276,218 5,276,237 = 5,275,598 
5,276,193 5,276,219 5,276,238 5,275,580 5,275,599 


5,276,194 5,276,220 5,276,239 CLASS 602 5,275,600 
CLASS 568 CLASS 570 5,276,240 5,275,581 5,275,601 
5,276,195 5,276,221 5,276,241 CLASS 5,275,602 
5,276,196 5,276,222 5,276,242 aaa 5,275,603 
5,276,197 5,276,223 5,276,243 5,275,582 5,275,604 
seis seas a saan ve 
5 3 5,276,245 . 5 
= 5,276,226 5,276,246 oe $5,275,607 
3276201 CLASS ppp sapases — 
3.276.202 5,276,227 5,276,248 $275,589 5,275,609 
‘ 5 5,275,610 
5,276,203 5,276,228 CLASS $88 5,275,590 5275611 
3776-208 3376-230 5,276,249 — 5,275,612 
5,275,592 Y 

5,276,212 5,276,231 5,276,250 5,275,613 
sa7e213 5,276,232 5,276,251 CLASS 606 5,275,614 
5,276,214 5,276,257 5,276,252 5,275,593 5,275,615 
5,276,215 5,276,233 5,276,253 5,275,594 5,275,616 
5,276,216 5,276,234 5,276,254 5,275,595 5,275,618 
5,276,211 5,276,235 5,276,255 5,275,596 5,275,619 


CLASSIFICATION OF PLANTS 


p— 0 ss] sass] ws ass] as sw) 


STATUTORY INVENTION REGISTRATIONS 


7 H1270 | 285— 315 H1272 | 428— 214 H1274 | 430— 264 Hi281 | 523— = S11 H1276 
86 H1271 | 364— 420 HiI280 357 H1275 | 434— 224 H1273 | 524— _317 H1279 








GEOGRAPHICAL INDEX 
OF RESIDENCE OF INVENTORS 


(U.S. States, Territories and Armed Forces, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and the Canal Zone) 


California ... 
Canal Zone 


Mississippi 
Missouri . 

oe Montana ... 
District of Columbia .. sa Nebraska .. 


Wen naUPWN 


Connecticut .. 


New Hampshire .. 
New Jersey 


New York 
Illinois .. 
Indiana . 


(First number in listing denotes location according to above key. Refer to patent number in body of the Official Gazette to obtain details 
as to inventor name, location, etc.) 


PATENTS 


$,275,013 5,275,118 5,276,559 5,274,947 5,276,105 
5,275,305 5,275,134 5,276,566 
5,275,368 5,275,162 5,276,582 
5,275,639 5,275,164 5,276,583 
5,275,784 5,275,171 

5,276,404 $,275,173 

5,274,960 $5,275,181 

5,274,992 5,275,196 

5,274,996 $,275,224 

5,275,176 5,275,242 

$5,275,282 

5,275,293 

5,275,430 

$,275,431 

5,275,559 

5,275,598 

5,275,667 

5,275,860 

$,275,971 

5,276,056 

5,276,362 

5,276,366 

5,276,382 

5,276,424 

5,276,762 

5,276,862 

5,275,031 

5,275,567 


5,275,106 
5,275,108 
5,275,117 5,275,680 5,276,039 5,275,257 


PI 107 





GEOGRAPHICAL INDEX OF RESIDENCE OF INVENTORS 


$5,275,279 5,274,858 5,275,861 5,275,439 $,275,310 
5,275,306 5,275,403 
5,275,405 5,275,449 
5,275,544 
$,275,627 
5,275,655 
275,689 
5,275,858 
5,275,928 
5,275,942 
5,276,043 
5,276,219 
5,276,284 
5,276,419 
5,276,456 
5,276,622 
5,276,764 
$,275,129 
5,274,849 
5,274,850 
5,274,930 
5,274,934 
5,274,940 
5,274,950 
5,274,974 
5,274,975 
5,274,995 
5,275,000 
5,275,014 
5,275,024 
5,275,026 
5,275,081 
5,275,166 
5,275,187 
5,275,206 
5,275,288 
$,275,322 
$,275,323 
$,275,357 
5,275,362 
$5,275,363 
5,275,366 
5,275,376 
5,275,484 
5,275,489 
$,275,529 
5,275,534 
$5,275,536 
5,275,547 
5,275,585 
5,275,596 
5,275,630 


5,276,394 > 
5,276,603 5,274,929 
5,274,853 5,275,046 5,275,786 $,275,003 





5,276,210 5,275,043 5,276,095 
5,276,226 5,275,056 5,276,101 

5,276,241 5,275,063 5,276,116 

5,276,254 5,275,074 5,276,118 

5,276,303 5,275,096 5,276,119 

5,276,620 5,275,148 5,276,135 

5,276,623 5,275,170 5,276,145 

5,276,657 5,275,182 5,276,184 

saeees 5,275,204 5,276,192 

, 5,275,215 5,276,196 

pect 5,275,219 5,276,215 

$275,493 5,275,243 5,276,239 

$275.909 5,275,246 5,276,240 

3275911 5,275,248 5,276,347 

$276 312 5,275,280 5,276,354 

5275 121 5,275,354 5,276,358 

5275 199 5,275,360 5,276,364 

5,275,210 5,275,371 5,276,393 

aa saa sin 

arses? 5,275,511 5,276,585 

$,275,522 5,275,568 5,276,635 

5,276,000 5,275,569 5,276,640 

5,276,265 5,275,570 5,276,748 

5,275,057 5,275,619 5,276,775 

5,275,194 5,275,654 5,276,783 

$5,275,562 $,275,718 5,276,797 

5,275,603 5,275,760 5,276,801 

5,275,802 5,275,762 5,276,816 

5,275,859 5,275,961 5,276,823 

5,276,111 5,275,962 5,276,824 

5,276,630 5,275,964 5,276,832 

5,274,959 5,275,973 5,276,856 

5,275,005 5,275,975 5,276,857 

5,275,006 5,275,976 5,276,901 

5,276,166 5,275,017 5,276,071 : 5,275,381 
5,276,168 5,275,038 5,276,077 5,275,622 
5,276,194 5,276,078 $,275,752 


DESIGN PATENTS 


PLANT PATENTS 
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MARKS PUBLISHED FOR OPPOSITION 


The following marks are published in compliance with section 12(a) of the Trademark Act of 1946. Applications for the 
registration of marks in more than one class have been filed as provided in section 30 of said act as amended by Public Law 
772, 87th Congress, approved Oct. 9, 1962, 76 Stat. 769. Opposition under section 13 may be filed within thirty days of the date 


of this publication. See rules 2.101 to 2.105. 


A separate fee of two hundred dollars for opposing each mark in each class must accompany the opposition. 


SECTION 1.—INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION 


The short titles associated below with the international class numbers are terms designed merely for quick identification and 
are not an official part of the international classification. The full names of international classes are given in section 6.1 of the 


trademark rules of practice. 
The designation “U.S. Cl.” 


appearing in this section refers to the U.S. class in effect prior to Sep. 1 


, 1973 rather than the 


international class which applies to applications filed on or after that date. For adoption of international classification see notice 
in the OFFICIAL GAZETTE of Jun. 26, 1973 (911 O.G. TM 210). 


Application in more than one class 


SN 73-627,564. USX CORPORATION, PITTSBURGH, PA. 
FILED 10-29-1986. 


USX 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 


1,455,036, 1,496,136 AND 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR PROVIDING BUSINESS MANAGEMENT SERV- 
ICES TO OTHERS IN THE MINERALS, MINING, 
METALS, CHEMICALS, PETROCHEMICALS, ENERGY 
AND TRANSPORTATION INDUSTRIES AND TO OTHER 
RELATED MANUFACTURING AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
FIELDS; PROVIDING ASSISTANCE TO OTHERS IN 
IMPORT AND EXPORT TRADE (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1978; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1978. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR PROVIDING ASSISTANCE TO OTHERS WITH RE- 
SPECT TO PROJECT FINANCIAL EVALUATIONS AND 
LOAN PLACEMENT (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1978; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1978. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR PROVIDING CONSULTING SERVICES WITH RE- 
SPECT TO THE INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE 
OF COMPUTER SYSTEMS; AND PROVIDING ADVISORY 
SERVICES TO OTHERS WITH RESPECT TO THE CON- 
STRUCTION, INSTALLATION, MODIFICATION AND 
MAINTENANCE OF INDUSTRIAL EQUIPMENT AND 
FACILITIES; CONSTRUCTION, INSTALLATION AND 
REPAIR OF EQUIPMENT AND FACILITIES RELATING 
TO THE METALS AND ENERGY CONSERVATION IN- 
DUSTRIES, RELATED COMPUTER SYSTEMS AND 
OTHER TYPES OF FACILITY CONTROLS AND SYS- 
TEMS (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1978; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1978. 


CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 


FOR PROVIDING CONSULTING SERVICES TO 
OTHERS WITH RESPECT TO BULK MATERIALS 
TRANSPORTATION, STORAGE AND HANDLING (U.S. 
CL. 105). 

FIRST USE 10-31-1986; IN COMMERCE 10-31-1986. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR PROVIDING TECHNICAL ADVISORY SERVICES 
RESPECTING THE UTILIZATION OF PROPRIETARY 
TECHNOLOGY AND COMPUTER SYSTEM DESIGN 
CONSULTING SERVICES; DESIGN OF EQUIPMENT, FA- 
CILITIES AND PROCESSES RELATING TO THE MINER- 
ALS, MINING, METALS, CHEMICALS, PETROCHEMI- 
CALS, ENERGY AND TRANSPORTATION INDUSTRIES, 
OTHER RELATED MANUFACTURING, CONSTRUCTION 
AND ENVIRONMENTAL FIELDS, AND RELATED COM- 
PUTER SYSTEMS AND OTHER TYPES OF FACILITY 
AND PROCESS CONTROLS AND SYSTEMS (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 101). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1978; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1978. 
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SN 73-839,730. LUCKY, LTD., SEOUL 150, REPUBLIC OF 
KOREA, FILED 11-15-1989. 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON REPUB- 
LIC OF KOREA APPLICATION NO. 27995, FILED 
11-8-1989, REG. NO. 203255, DATED 10-18-1990, EXPIRES 
10-18-2000. 

PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON REPUB- 
LIC OF KOREA APPLICATION NO. 27989, FILED 
11-8-1989, REG. NO. 209351, DATED 2-5-1991, EXPIRES 
2-5-2001. 

OWNER OF REPUBLIC OF KOREA REG. NO. 74649, 
DATED 1-22-1981, EXPIRES 7-12-2001. 

OWNER OF REPUBLIC OF KOREA REG. NO. 76128, 
DATED 3-23-1981, EXPIRES 7-12-2001. 

OWNER OF REPUBLIC OF KOREA REG. NO. 74650, 
DATED 1-22-1981, EXPIRES 7-12-2001. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED LETTER “L”. 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR INDUSTRIAL CHEMICALS; NAMELY, POLYVI- 
NYL CHLORIDE RESIN, POLYVINYL CHLORIDE COM- 
POUND, ACRYLONITRILE BUTADIENE STYRENE, STY- 
RENE ACRYLONITRILE, POLYSTYRENE, EPOXY STY- 
RENE, POLYMETHYL METHACRYLATE, POLYBUTY- 
LENE TEREPHTHALATE, DIOCTYL PHTHALATE, PO- 
LYACETAL, POLYETHYLENE, POLYETHYLENE TER- 
EPHTHALATE, POLYCARBONATE, POLYAMIDE, POLY- 
CARBONATE/ACRYLONITRILE BUTADIENE STYRENE 
ALLOY, POLYPROPYLENE, OCTANOL, BUTANOL, 
ACRYLIC ACID, METHYL ACRYLATE, ETHYL ACRY- 
LATE, BUTYL ACRYLATE, AND 2-ETHYLHEXYL AC- 
RYLATE AND LIQUID CARBON DIOXIDE, SODIUM 
SULFATE, ETHYLENE, PROPYLENE, BUTADIENE, 
BENZENE, TOLUENE, XYLENE, CARBON BLACK, TI- 
TANIUM DIOXIDE, STYRENE MONOMER, VINYL 
CHLORIDE MONOMER, GLYCERINE, STEARIC ACID, 
FATTY, ALCOHOL, SORBITOL FOR USE IN THE MANU- 
FACTURE OF A WIDE VARIETY OF GOODS SUCH AS 
FILM SHEETS, ELECTRICAL PARTS, HOUSEHOLD AP- 
PLIANCES, PLASTIC PLATES, RAW FILMS, WALL- 
PAPERS, CAMERA BODIES, FISHING REELS, BOBBINS, 
FOOD PACKAGING, ZIPPERS, BUILDING MATERIALS, 
SOFT DRINKS, SWEET AGENTS, INSECTICIDES, SYN- 
THETIC RUBBER, PAINTS, AGRICULTURAL CHEMI- 
CALS, SYNTHETIC RESINS, DYE STUFFS, COSMETICS, 
INK, PIGMENT, LAUNDRY DETERGENT, SOAP, AUTO- 
MOTIVE PARTS, SOLVENT, PIPES, WOVEN GOODS 
COATING AGENTS, SURFACTANTS, LUBRICATING 
OIL (U.S. CL. 6). 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR SKIN SOAPS, LAUNDRY DETERGENT, HAIR 
SHAMPOO, HAIR RINSE, PERFUME, COLOGNE, NON- 
MEDICATED SKIN MOISTURIZING AND CLEANSING 
LOTIONS, NON-MEDICATED HAIR TONICS, DENTI- 
FRICE (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 19—NON-METALLIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS 


FOR WINDOW FRAMES AND PLASTIC BOARDS FOR 
CONSTRUCTION (U.S. CL. 12). 


CLASS 27—FLOOR COVERINGS 


FOR PLASTIC SHEETS, LINOLEUM SHEETS, VINYL 
TILES, PLASTIC TILES, RUBBER TILES FOR COVER- 
ING FLOORS (U.S. CL. 20). 


SN 74-084,349. KNEIPP-WERKE KNEIPP-MITTEL-ZEN- 
TRALE LEUSSER & OBERHAEUSSER, D-8700 WUERZ- 
BURG 1, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 8-2-1990. 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 
DATED 10-19-1982, EXPIRES 6-30-2002. 


1039815, 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR COSMETICS; NAMELY, BEAUTY MASKS, 
FACIAL SCRUBS, NON-MEDICATED LIP BALM, BODY, 
HAND, SKIN CLEANSING, SKIN AND NIGHT CREAMS, 
SKIN MOISTURIZER, SKIN CLARIFIERS, SKIN EMOL- 
LIENTS, HERBAL SKIN MILK AND SAUNA POURS, 
BLUSHER, EYE MAKEUP, EYE PENCILS, EYE SHADOW, 
EYELINERS, FACE POWDER, FOUNDATION MAKEUP, 
LIP GLOSS, LIPSTICK, NAIL ENAMEL AND POLISH, 
PERFUME, ROUGE; HAIR LOTIONS; NAMELY, HAIR 
CONDITIONERS, SHAMPOOS, HERBAL HAIR WASH; 
ANTISEPTIC MOUTHWASH AND BREATH FRESHEN- 
ER; SOAPS; NAMELY, HERBAL BATH, BODY, AND 
MASSAGE OIL SOAPS, FACIAL SCRUBS, SKIN, TOILET, 
HARD AND LIQUID SOAPS FOR HANDS, FACE AND 
BODY (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR PHARMACEUTICAL AND SANITARY PREPARA- 
TIONS; NAMELY, ASTRINGENTS, ANALGESIC BALMS, 
BATH SALTS AND OILS FOR MEDICAL PURPOSES, 
COUGH EXPECTORANTS, LOZENGES, AND SYRUPS, 
MEDICATED FOOT POWDER, HERBAL FOOTBALM, 
HERBAL FOOTSPRAY, HERBAL FOOTBATH TABLETS, 
GARGLES, MEDICATED HAIR CARE PREPARATIONS, 
LINIMENTS, PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARATIONS FOR 
THE TREATMENT OF LEG PAIN, COLDS, DIGESTIVE, 
GASTRIC AND CARDIOVASCULAR DISORDERS, RHI- 
NITIS, RHEUMATIC SYMPTOMS, RUBBING COM- 
POUNDS FOR THERAPEUTIC USE, SLEEPING TAB- 
LETS, MUSCLE SOAKS, TOPICAL ANALGESICS, PUR- 
GATIVES, MEDICATED COMPRESSES, ANTISEPTICS, 
MEDICATED SKIN, HAIR AND BODY LOTIONS; DIE- 
TETIC SUPPLEMENTS FOR MEDICAL USE; NAMELY, 
DIETARY FOOD SUPPLEMENTS, DIETARY SUPPLE- 
MENTS, FOOD SUPPLEMENTS, TEAS AND HERBAL 
TEAS FOR MEDICINAL PURPOSES, VITAMIN AND 
MINERAL SUPPLEMENTS; MEDICINAL VEGETABLE 
AND HERBAL TONICS, HERBAL WINE FOR USE AS A 
CIRCULATION TONIC; FOOD FOR BABIES (U.S. CL. 18). 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


SN 74-101,082. EGMONT H. PETERSEN FOND, GUTEN- 
BERGHUS, DK 1148 COPENHAGEN K, DENMARK, BY 
CHANGE OF NAME, ASSIGNMENT AND ASSIGN- 
MENT FROM MAXWELL CONSUMER PUBLISHING & 
COMMUNICATIONS LIMITED, LONDON NWI 7QQ, 
ENGLAND, FILED 9-25-1990. 


JUDGE DREDD 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,303,690. 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR TOILET SOAP; BUBBLE BATH; HAIR SHAMPOO 
(U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR SOUND RECORDINGS OF MUSIC, FICTIONAL 
STORIES OR SPORTING COMMENTARY; EDUCATION- 
AL SOUND RECORDINGS RELATING TO SPORTS; 
COMPUTER PROGRAMS RELATING TO _ SPORTS; 
MOTION PICTURES AND PRE-RECORDED VIDEO RE- 
CORDINGS RELATING TO SPORTS OR SPORTING 
CHARACTERS; SUNGLASSES; ANIMATED CARTOONS; 
COMPUTER GAMES; APPARATUS FOR GAMES ADAPT- 
ED FOR USE WITH TELEVISION RECEIVERS (U.S. CLS. 
21 AND 26). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR COMIC BOOKS; FICTION BOOKS; SPORTS MAG- 
AZINES; STATIONERY, WRITING PAPER AND ENVE- 
LOPES; PENCILS; PENCIL CASES; PENCIL SHARPEN- 
ERS; FELT TIP PENS; BALLPOINT PENS; NON-ELEC- 
TRIC ERASERS; CRAYONS; FOOTBALL CARDS; PLAY- 
ING CARDS; BOOK MARKERS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


FOR ALL PURPOSE ATHLETIC BAGS, RUCKSACKS, 
SHOE BAGS, BEACH BAGS, TOTE BAGS, DUFFEL 
BAGS; TOILET BAGS (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 3). 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR PLASTIC ORNAMENTAL LAPEL BADGES; TRO- 
PHIES NOT MADE OF PRECIOUS METAL; FIGURINES 
OF WOOD, WAX, PLASTER OF PLASTIC; NON-METAL- 
LIC NAME AND NUMBER PLATES; PICTURE FRAMES; 
AND ALL PURPOSE PORTABLE PLASTIC CONTAINERS 
FOR DOMESTIC USE (U.S. CLS. 32 AND 50). 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR DISHES; MUGS; BOWLS; CUPS; SAUCERS; PLAS- 
TIC AND PAPER PLATES; LUNCH BOXES; THERMAL- 
LY INSULATED CONTAINERS FOR FOOD; DRINKING 
GLASSES; FIGURINES OF PORCELAIN; DRINKING 
FLASKS; COMBS; TOOTHBRUSHES; HAIR BRUSHES; 
PORTABLE COLDBOXES FOR FOOD; NON-METALLIC 
MONEY BOXES (U.S. CLS. 2, 29 AND 30). 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


FOR TOWELS; TEA TOWELS; BEDSHEETS; PILLOW 
CASES; BED SPREADS; DUVET COVERS; TEXTILE 
BATHMATS; WASHCLOTHS; CURTAINS OF TEXTILES 
(U.S. CL. 42). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR SHIRTS; T-SHIRTS; SWEAT SHIRTS; SWEAT 
BANDS; SHORTS; SOCKS; TRACK SUITS; HEADWEAR; 
FOOTWEAR; SWIMWEAR; SCARVES; JACKETS; 
GLOVES; PAJAMAS; NIGHTDRESSES (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 26—FANCY GOODS 


FOR BUTTONS FOR CLOTHING, BROOCHES NOT OF 
PRECIOUS METAL, FABRIC AND CLOTH ORNAMEN- 
TAL LAPEL BADGES; HAIR, HAT AND SHOE ORNA- 
MENTS, NOT OF PRECIOUS METAL (US. CL. 40). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR HAND-HELD COMPUTER GAMES; SPORTS 
BALLS; TOY ACTION FIGURES; STUDS FOR SOLES OF 
ATHLETIC SHOES; BOARD GAMES; PINBALL MA- 
CHINES (U.S. CL. 22). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR CANDY BARS; CANDIES; CHOCOLATE BARS; 
FROZEN CONFECTIONERY; CHEWING GUM; ICE 
CREAM; CAKES (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-101,626. MACDONALD, DAVID, TORONTO, ON- 
TARIO, CANADA, AND MACDONALD, RUTH, TO- 
RONTO, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 8-24-1990. 


This product is 
officially licensed by 
the heirs of 
ff L.M. Montgomery § 


Paez 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 657124, FILED 5-1-1990. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THIS PRODUCT IS OFFICIALLY LICENSED BY 
THE HEIRS OF”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

“L. M. MONTGOMERY” DOES NOT IDENTIFY A PAR- 
TICULAR LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR SACHETS, HAND LOTION, BATH POWDER, 
BATH SALTS, BATH GEL, BATH OIL, TALCUM 
POWDER, AND HAND AND BATH SOAP (US. CLS. 1, 50, 
51 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 9-13-1989; IN COMMERCE 9-23-1989. 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 

FOR TOILETRY TOTES, JEWELRY ROLLS, PURSES; 
NAMELY, EVENING BAGS, SHOE BAGS FOR TRAVEL 
(U.S. CL. 3). 

FIRST USE 10-10-1989; IN COMMERCE 10-20-1989. 
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CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR FURNITURE, DECORATOR ACCESSORIES; 


NAMELY, PILLOWS, CLOTHES HANGERS (U.S. CLS. 32 
AND 50). 


FIRST USE 10-10-1989; IN COMMERCE 10-20-1989. 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 
FOR TOYS; NAMELY, DOLLS (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 9-13-1989; IN COMMERCE 9-23-1989. 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 
FOR FRUIT PRESERVES, JAMS, GIFT BASKETS CON- 
TAINING PRIMARILY FRUIT PRESERVES AND JAMS, 
AND INCLUDING HONEY AND TEA (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 9-13-1989; IN COMMERCE 9-23-1989. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR HONEY, TEA, GIFT BASKETS CONTAINING PRI- 
MARILY HONEY AND TEA (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 9-13-1989; IN COMMERCE 9-23-1989. 


CLASS 31—NATURAL AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS 

FOR GARDEN SEEDS (U.S. CL. 1). 

FIRST USE 9-13-1989; IN COMMERCE 9-23-1989. 


SN 74-111,264. LITTLE CAESAR ENTERPRISES, INC., DE- 
TROIT, MI. FILED 11-2-1990. 


VEGGIE! VEGGIE! 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VEGGIE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


1,194,416, 1,624,182 AND 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR PIZZA FOR CONSUMPTION ON AND OFF THE 
PREMISES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 7-23-1990; IN COMMERCE 7-23-1990. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 7-23-1990; IN COMMERCE 7-23-1990. 


SN 74-126,524. ARCTCO, INC., THIEF RIVER FALLS, MN. 
FILED 12-24-1990. 


CATMASTER 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, HATS, JACKETS, SHOP 
COATS AND SHIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1983; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1983. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING SEMINARS, WORKSHOPS, AND CLASSES IN 
THE FIELD OF SNOWMOBILE REPAIR AND SERVICE 
(U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1983; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1983. 
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SN 74-127,551. JEAN WALTERSCHEID GMBH, D-5204 
LOHMAR, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 1-2-1991. 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR THREADED JOINT FITTINGS MADE OF METAL 
FOR TUBES; NAMELY, THREADED JOINT MEMBERS, 
NUTS, WASHERS, TUBE SOCKET COUPLINGS, TUBE 
CLAMPS AND TUBES FOR USE IN TRACTORS, AUTO- 
MOBILES, AIRPLANES, HELICOPTERS AND BOATS 
(U.S. CL. 13). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1960; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR MACHINE-OPERATED TUBE BENDING MA- 
CHINES; HYDRAULICALLY OPERATED PREASSEMBLY 
JIGS FOR THREADED JOINT FITTINGS FOR TUBES; 
UNIVERSAL JOINT SHAFTS, JOINTS, OVERLOAD AND 
FREE WHEEL CLUTCHES, TRANSMISSIONS AND 
PARTS THEREOF FOR USE IN MOTOR-DRIVEN AGRI- 
CULTURAL IMPLEMENTS AND TRACTORS; COU- 
PLINGS FOR CONNECTING TRACTORS TO AGRICUL- 
TURAL IMPLEMENTS AND FOR CONNECTING AGRI- 
CULTURAL IMPLEMENTS TO EACH OTHER, AND 
PARTS THEREOF; NAMELY, COUPLING FRAMES, LOW 
STEERING TUBES, HIGH STEERING TUBES, COUPLING 
HOOKS, SIDE BRACES, LATERAL STABILIZERS, SPAC- 
ERS, ELEVATING STRUTS FOR LOW STEERING 
TUBES, CATCH PROFILES (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1960; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


FOR MANUAL TUBE BENDING TOOLS; MANUALLY 
OPERATED PREASSEMBLY JIGS FOR THREADED 
JOINT FITTINGS FOR TUBES (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1960; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1978. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR TORQUE MEASURING HUBS, SENSORS, LOAD 
FACTOR INDICATORS AND OVERLOAD WARNING 
APPARATUS (US. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1960; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1978. 
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CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


FOR PROTECTIVE SHIELDS OF PLASTIC MATERIAL 
OR STEEL FOR UNIVERSAL JOINT SHAFTS, TRANS- 
MISSIONS AND CLUTCHES FOR USE IN TRACTORS 
AND LAND VEHICLES; COUPLINGS FOR UNIVERSAL 
JOINT SHAFTS; VALVES; NAMELY, CHECK VALVES, 
BALL VALVES AND PARTS THEREOF (U.S. CLS. 19 
AND 23). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1960; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1978. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR PLASTIC HARDWARE; NAMELY, THREADED 
PIPE CONNECTIONS, PLUG AND SOCKET TYPE COU- 
PLINGS AND PIPE CLAMPS (U.S. CLS. 13 AND 23). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1960; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 


SN 74-149,773. PACKQUISITION CORPORATION, PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PA. FILED 3-21-1991. 


PACKARD 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,375,317 AND 1,385,567. 
SEC. 2(F). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR BOOKS AND PAMPHLETS ON FINANCE AND 
SECURITIES LAW (US. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1988, FIRST USED IN ANOTHER FORM 
IN 1969; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1988, FIRST USED IN COM- 
MERCE IN ANOTHER FORM IN 1969. 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR COMPUTER SERVICES; NAMELY, INFORMA- 
TION STORAGE, RETRIEVAL AND PRINTING IN THE 
FIELD OF FINANCIAL REPORTING (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1988, FIRST USED IN ANOTHER FORM 
IN 1957; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1988, FIRST USED IN COM- 
MERCE IN ANOTHER FORM IN 1957. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR PUBLICATION OF BOOKS FOR OTHERS; EDUCA- 
TIONAL SERVICES, NAMELY, CONDUCTING SEMI- 
NARS IN THE FIELDS OF LAW AND FINANCE (USS. 
CLS. 101 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1988, FIRST USED IN ANOTHER FORM 
IN 1984; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1988, FIRST USED IN COM- 
MERCE IN ANOTHER FORM IN 1984. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR PRINTING SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1988, FIRST USED IN ANOTHER FORM 
IN 1957; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1988, FIRST USED IN COM- 
MERCE IN ANOTHER FORM IN 1957. 
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SN 74-162,775. CRAY VALLEY LIMITED, GWENT, 
UNITED KINGDOM, BY CHANGE OF NAME FROM 
CRAY VALLEY PRODUCTS LIMITED, FARNBOR- 
OUGH, KENT BR6 7EA, GREAT BRITAIN, FILED 
5-2-1991. 


PROCORE 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR CHEMICAL PRODUCTS FOR INDUSTRIAL USE 
IN FURTHER MANUFACTURE; NAMELY, ARTIFICIAL 
AND SYNTHETIC RESINS IN THE FORM OF POWDERS, 
LIQUIDS AND PASTES; THERMOSETTING AND THER- 
MOPLASTIC RESINS; UNSATURATED POLYESTER 
RESINS; POLYURETHANES; SYNTHETIC RESINS FOR 
USE IN THE MANUFACTURE OF MOLDING COM- 
POUNDS; CATALYSTS FOR USE IN THE MANUFAC- 
TURE OF SYNTHETIC COMPOUNDS AND FOR OTHER 
INDUSTRIAL USES; CURING CATALYSTS FOR USE IN 
THE MANUFACTURE OF SYNTHETIC COMPOUNDS; 
ORGANIC PEROXIDES; AND BI-COMPONENT LIQUID 
POLYMERS COMPRISING POLYESTER POLYOLS IN 
STYRENE AND CATALYSED ISOCYANATES, ALL FOR 
INDUSTRIAL USE IN FURTHER MANUFACTURE (US. 
CL. 6). 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR MACHINES AND UNITS FOR TRANSFORMING 
SYNTHETIC AND ARTIFICIAL RESINS INTO FINISHED 
PRODUCTS; NAMELY, MEASURING AND MIXING MA- 
CHINES, SOLD AS A UNIT; MACHINES AND UNITS FOR 
MIXING THE COMPONENTS OF A BI-COMPONENT 
LIQUID POLYMER; PUMPS; POWER OPERATED SPRAY- 
ERS AND APPLICATOR UNITS FOR APPLYING PUTTY 
AND SIMILAR PRODUCTS, ALL SOLD AS A UNIT; 
SPRAYING MACHINES; AND PARTS AND FITTINGS 
FOR ALL THE ABOVE MACHINES, SOLD AS A UNIT 
(U.S. CL. 23). 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR OF MEASURING 
AND MIXING APPARATUS AND MACHINES; CON- 
STRUCTION AND REPAIR OF MACHINES AND EQUIP- 
MENT FOR TRANSFORMING SYNTHETIC RESINS INTO 
FINISHED PRODUCTS; CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 
OF MACHINES AND EQUIPMENT FOR MIXING THE 
COMPONENTS OF A_ BI-COMPONENT LIQUID 
POLYMER;CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR OF PUMPS, 
ATOMIZERS, SPRAY GUNS AND SPRAYERS (U.S. CL. 
103). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR PERSONNEL TRAINING; TRAINING OF PERSON- 
NEL IN CHARGE OF THE TRANSFORMATION OF SYN- 
THETIC RESINS INTO FINISHED PRODUCTS (U:S. CL. 
107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR CONSULTANCY, ADVISORY, DESIGN AND RE- 
SEARCH SERVICES RELATING TO ENGINEERING, 
TECHNOLOGY AND THE PLASTICS, SYNTHETIC AND 
ARTIFICIAL RESINS INDUSTRY; MATERIAL TESTING 
SERVICES; CALCULATION OF THE COMPOSITION OF 
A BI-COMPONENT POLYMER WITH RESPECT TO THE 
NATURE OF A FINISHED PRODUCTS TO BE MANU- 
FACTURED FROM SAID POLYMER; CALCULATION OF 
THE TRANSFORMATION CONDITIONS OF A SYNTHET- 
IC RESIN WITH RESPECT TO THE NATURE OF SAID 
RESIN AND TO THE NATURE OF THE FINISHED 
PRODUCTS TO BE MANUFACTURED FROM SAID 
RESIN (U.S. CL. 100). 
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SN 74-164,973. IRECO CANADA II INC., MISSISSAUGA 
ONTARIO, CANADA, BY CHANGE OF NAME AND 
MERGER WITH DYNOPLAST XACTICS LTD., BUR- 
NABY, BRITISH COLUMBIA, CANADA, FILED 
5-9-1991. 


CIPAX 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 674,179, FILED 1-21-1991, REG. NO. 
T™A412269, DATED 5-14-1993, EXPIRES 5-14-2008. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR SINGLE AND DOUBLE WALL PLASTIC CON- 
TAINERS AND BOXES; INSULATED PLASTIC CON- 
TAINERS FOR THE FISHING AND FOOD PROCESSING 
INDUSTRY; AND INDUSTRIAL PLASTIC CONTAINERS 
(U.S. CL. 2). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR FLOATS FOR MARINE AND FISHING INDUSTRY 
(U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-165,895. 361537 B.C. LIMITED, DBA RITZ ASIA 
COMPANY LTD., VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLUMBIA, 
CANADA, FILED 5-13-1991. 


Tlie JANDIS 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 670199, FILED 11-14-1990, REG. NO. 
TMA414719, DATED 7-23-1993, EXPIRES 7-23-2008. 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR PROVIDING CONVENTION FACILITIES (U.S. CL. 
101). 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR RENTAL OF LONG-TERM SERVICE APART- 
MENTS (U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 102). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR HOTEL SERVICES; RESTAURANT AND CATER- 
ING SERVICES; AND BAR SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-170,310. RYAN, PATRICK G., CHICAGO, IL. FILED 
5-24-1991. 


INNER CITY TEACHING 
CORPS OF AMERICA 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INNER CITY TEACHING”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 
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CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 
FOR RECRUITMENT AND PERSONNEL PLACEMENT 


SERVICES FOR VOLUNTEERS IN FULL-TIME TEACH- 
ING POSITIONS (U.S. CL. 101). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 

FOR TRAINING VOLUNTEERS IN THE AREAS OF 
TEACHING AND CONDUCTING PRIMARY AND SEC- 
ONDARY EDUCATION CLASSES (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-173,987. SWEDOOR AB, 
SWEDEN, FILED 6-7-1991. 


55110 JONKOPING, 


tek He 
SWEDOOR 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON SWEDEN 
APPLICATION NO. 91-2275, FILED 3-14-1991, REG. NO. 
236300, DATED 6-12-1992, EXPIRES 6-12-2002. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,543,225. 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR DOORS, DOOR FRAMES AND FITTINGS THERE- 
FOR MAINLY OF METAL; LOCKS (U.S. CLS. 12 AND 25). 


CLASS 19—NON-METALLIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS 


FOR ENTRANCE AND EXIT DOORS, INNER DOORS, 
MOULDINGS, CORNICES, PANELS AND JOINERY, ALL 
MADE OF WOOD (U.S. CL. 12). 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR NON-METAL PALLETS AND PARTS THERFORE; 
DOORS FOR FURNITURE AND PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. 
CL. 32). 


SN 74-188,602. REXOLIN CHEMICALS AB, S251 06 HELS- 
INGBORG, SWEDEN, FILED 7-19-1991. 


FENCE 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON SWEDEN 
APPLICATION NO. 91-4734, FILED 5-29-1991, REG. NO. 
250843, DATED 8-20-1993, EXPIRES 8-20-2003. 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR CHEMICAL SUBSTANCES FOR THE MANUFAC- 
TURE OF INSECT REPELLENTS (U.S. CL. 6). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 
FOR INSECT REPELLENTS (U.S. CL. 6). 
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SN 74-191,134. MALLINCKRODT TMH MALLINCKRODT 
MEDICAL, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO. ASSIGNEE OF MAL- 
LINCKRODT, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO. FILED 8-2-1991. 


WWEALLINCKRODT 
MEDICAL 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 884,412 AND 1,410,012. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “MEDICAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


SEC. 2(F). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR FULL LINE OF PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARA- 
TIONS; IN VITRO PHARMACEUTICAL DIAGNOSTIC 
PREPARATIONS FOR MEDICAL USE; A FULL LINE OF 
DIAGNOSTIC AND THERAPEUTIC PREPARATIONS 
AND SUBSTANCES FOR IN VIVO USE; A FULL LINE OF 
CONTRAST MEDIA FOR MEDICAL IMAGING; A FULL 
LINE OF PRE-FILLED SYRINGES CONTAINING CON- 
TRAST MEDIA FOR USE IN MEDICAL DIAGNOSTIC 
PROCEDURES (U.S. CL. 18). 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 


FOR SURGICAL AND MEDICAL INSTRUMENTS AND 
COMPONENTS THEREOF; NAMELY, A FULL LINE OF 
SYRINGES, TRACHEAL TUBES, TRACHEOSTOMY 
TUBES, BRONCHIAL TUBES, TEMPERATURE PROBES, 
TEMPERATURE MONITORING INSTRUMENTS, RESPI- 
RATORY THEREAPY APPARATUS, CATHETERS, 
BLOOD ANALYZING APPARATUS, PHYSIOLOGIC 
MONITORS FOR MONITORING VITAL SIGNS, FLUID 
DELIVERY SYSTEMS, MEDICAL GENERATORS, IN- 
TRAVASCULAR APPARATUS, ELECTROLYTE ANA- 
LYZING APPARATUS, CARDIAC OUTPUT APPARATUS, 
VENTILATOR SUPPORT APPARATUS, DRUG AND 
FLUID INFUSION PUMPS, PATIENT WARMING APPA- 
RATUS AND BLANKETS SPECIALLY DESIGNED FOR 
SURGICAL, POST-SURGICAL AND OTHER MEDICAL 
USE, ANESTHESIOLOGY DELIVERY APPARATUS, RES- 
PIRATORY FILTERS, RESPIRATORY HEAT AND MOIS- 
TURE EXCHANGE APPARATUS (USS. CL. 44). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR PHARMACY SERVICES AND CONSULTING 
SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF NUCLEAR MEDICINE 
AND NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION REGULA- 
TIONS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 


SN 74-199,982. PROMARK SOFTWARE INC., NORTH 
VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLUMBIA, CANADA, FILED 
9-3-1991. 


MAILBASE 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN THE FIELD 
OF MAINTAINING, CORRECTING, PURGING AND 
SORTING MAILING LISTS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1992. 
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CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 

FOR UPDATING OF COMPUTER SOFTWARE (U.S. 
CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-0-1992. 


SN 74-200,236. MEPRO EPILADY LTD., MOBIL POST 
UPPER GALILEE 12 225, ISRAEL, FILED 9-3-1991. 


EPILADY 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR ESSENTIAL AND AROMATIC OILS FOR PER- 
SONAL USE; PERFUMES; SKIN SOAPS, HAIR LOTIONS; 
NAMELY, HAIR STYLING PREPARATIONS; ALL PUR- 
POSE CLEANING PREPARATIONS; COSMETICS; 
NAMELY, CLEANERS, CREAMS AND _ LOTIONS; 
PUMICE AND BUFFING STONES FOR SKIN CARE; 
AND, DEPILATORY CREAMS (U.S. CLS. 4, 51 AND 52). 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRIC HAIR CURLERS, ELECTRIC HAIR 
DETANGLERS, CORDLESS ELECTRIC HAIR DE- 
TANGLER BRUSHES, ELECTRIC GROOMING COMBS, 
AND BATTERY OPERATED COMBS AND BRUSHES 
(U.S. CLS. 21, 29, 40 AND 44). 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRIC AND WATER-POWERED BODY MAS- 
SAGERS AND ELECTRIC BODY BRUSHES (U.S. CL. 44). 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR HANDHELD ELECTRIC HAIR DRYERS, PORTA- 
BLE FACIAL SAUNAS; AND POWER MASSAGE SYS- 
TEMS COMPRISED ESSENTIALLY OF TELEPHONE 
SHOWERHEADS, BRUSHES, STRUCTURAL PARTS AND 
FITTINGS THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. 21, 29, 34 AND 44). 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR COMBS AND BRUSHES; NAMELY, HAIR COMBS, 
HAIR BRUSHES, COSMETIC BRUSHES AND BODY 
BRUSHES (U.S. CLS. 29 AND 40). 
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SN 74-203,218. NEW ALBANY COMPANY, THE, NEW 
ALBANY, OH. FILED 9-13-1991. 


NEW ALBANY 


FOUNDED 1837 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “NEW ALBANY FOUNDED 1837”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR REAL ESTATE BROKERAGE SERVICES EN- 
GAGED IN THE SALE OF REAL ESTATE (U.S. CLS. 101 
AND 102). 


FIRST USE 1-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1991. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 
FOR DEVELOPMENT OF REAL ESTATE FOR RESI- 
DENTIAL AND COMMERCIAL USE (U.S. CL. 103). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1991. 


SN 74-209,013. GENERAL RIBBON CORPORATION, 
CHATSWORTH, CA. FILED 10-1-1991. 


THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLORS RED AND 
ORANGE. 


CLASS 2—PAINTS 


FOR LASER TONER CARTRIDGES; INK JET CAR- 
TRIDGES AND INJECTED MOLDED PARTS THEREOF 
(U.S. CL. 11). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1991. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR INK RIBBONS FOR TYPEWRITER, CALCULA- 
TORS, ELECTRONIC PRINTING CALCULATORS, ELEC- 
TRONIC CASH REGISTERS AND TERMINALS, MINI- 
AND MICROCOMPUTERS, PERSONAL COMPUTERS 
AND WORDPROCESSORS; INK ROLLS, TYPEWRITER 
PRINT WHEELS; THERMAL PRINT TRANSFER RIBBON; 
CORRECTING TAPE FOR TYPE; SPOOLS AND CAR- 
TRIDGES FOR INK RIBBONS AND INJECTED MOLDED 
COMPONENTS THEREOF (U.S. CLS. 11, 23 AND 37). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 7-1-1991. 
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SN 74-219,808. MEPRO EPILADY LTD., MOBILE POST 
UPPER GALILEE, 12 225, ISRAEL, FILED 11-7-1991. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED LETTER “E”. 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR ESSENTIAL AND AROMATIC OILS FOR PER- 
SONAL USE, PERFUMES, SKIN SOAPS, HAIR LOTIONS; 
NAMELY, HAIR STYLING PREPARATIONS, ALL PUR- 
POSE CLEANING PREPARATIONS, COSMETICS; 
NAMELY, CLEANERS, CREAMS AND LOTIONS, 
PUMICE AND BUFFING STONES FOR SKIN CARE, 
AND, DEPILATORY CREAMS (U.S. CLS. 4, 51 AND 52). 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


FOR TWEEZERS AND HAIR REMOVAL DEVICES; 
NAMELY, ELECTRIC PERSONAL DEPILATORY APPLI- 
ANCES (U.S. CLS. 23 AND 44). 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRIC HAIR CURLERS, ELECTRIC HAIR 
DETANGLERS, CORDLESS ELECTRIC HAIR DE- 
TANGLER BRUSHES, ELECTRIC GROOMING COMBS, 
AND BATTERY OPERATED COMBS AND BRUSHES 
(U.S. CLS. 21, 29, 40 AND 44). 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRIC AND WATER-POWERED BODY MAS- 
SAGERS AND ELECTRIC BODY BRUSHES (U.S. CL. 44). 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR HANDHELD ELECTRIC HAIR DRYERS, PORTA- 
BLE FACIAL SAUNAS AND SHOWER MASSAGE SYS- 
TEMS COMPRISED ESSENTIALLY OF TELEPHONE 
SHOWERHEADS, BRUSHES, STRUCTURAL PARTS AND 
FITTINGS THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. 21, 29, 34 AND 44). 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR COMBS AND BRUSHES; NAMELY, HAIR COMBS, 
HAIR BRUSHES, COSMETIC BRUSHES, AND BODY 
BRUSHES (U.S. CLS. 29 AND 40). 
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SN 74-227,587. INTERNATIONAL TRADING S.R.L., 21052 
BUSTO ARSIZIO, VARESE, ITALY, FILED 12-3-1991. 


BISR 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON ITALY 
APPLICATION NO. MI91C/04589, FILED 6-19-1991, REG. 
NO. 555901, DATED 6-19-1991, EXPIRES 6-19-2001. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRONIC CONTROL SYSTEMS COMPRISING 
YARN STOP MOTION, YARN QUALITY CONTROL, AND 
MACHINE MONITORING SYSTEMS FOR USE WITH 
TEXTILE MACHINES (U.S. CL. 21). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR DESIGN OF ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS ON BEHALF 
OF THIRD PARTIES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-235,390. VALVULAS WORCESTER DE MEXICO, 
S.A. DE C.V., 09810 FEDERAL DISTRICT, MEXICO, 
FILED 1-6-1992. 


VOVCO 


OWNER OF MEXICO REG. NO. 
4-25-1989, EXPIRES 4-25-1994. 

OWNER OF MEXICO REG. NO. 
4-25-1989, EXPIRES 4-25-1994. 


367297, 


366078, 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR AUTOMATIC BALL CHECK VALVES FOR AIR 
CONTROL (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR MANUALLY OPERATED STEAM VALVES FOR 
USE IN HYDRAULIC SYSTEMS (US. CL. 13). 


SN 74-245,637. ZIFF COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 2-12-1992. 


SUPPORT ON SITE 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER OPERATING PROGRAMS AND A 
DATABASE OF INFORMATION IN THE FIELDS OF 
COMPUTERS AND COMPUTING, DISTRIBUTED AS A 
UNIT ON CD ROM AND COMPUTER READABLE 
MEDIA (US. CL. 38). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR LEASING ACCESS TIME TO A COMPUTER DA- 
TABASE IN THE FIELDS OF COMPUTERS AND COM- 
PUTING (U.S. CL. 100). 


151-842 TMOG-94-12 — QL3 
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SN 74-252,884. ASEA BROWN 
B-6040, CHARLEROI 
3-5-1992. 


BOVERI JUMET S.A., 
(JUMET), BELGIUM, FILED 


DYNACOMP 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON BENELUX 
APPLICATION NO. 072414, FILED 9-5-1991, REG. NO. 
499454, DATED 9-5-1991, EXPIRES 9-5-2001. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRICAL APPARATUS FOR ALLOWING 
COMPENSATION OF REACTIVE ENERGY OR FILTER- 
ING IN ELECTRICAL NETWORKS; NAMELY, POWER 
COMPACITORS (U.S. CL. 21). 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRICALLY OPERATED APPARATUS FOR 
LIGHTING, HEATING, DRYING OR VENTILATING, 
COMPRISING A DEVICE PERMITTING COMPENSA- 
TION OF REACTIVE ENERGY; NAMELY, A POWER 
COMPACTOR (U.S. CLS. 21, 31 AND 34). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR ENGINEERING SERVICES AND ENGINEERING 
CONSULTING SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF ELECTRI- 
CAL INSTALLATIONS AND NETWORKS (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-253,955. ASTRA USA, INC., WESTBOROUGH, MA. 
BY CHANGE OF NAME FROM ASTRA PHARMACEU- 
TICAL PRODUCTS, INC., WESTBOROUGH, MA. FILED 
3-10-1992. 


ASTRA 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 680,064, 760,081 
OTHERS. 


AND 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR CHEMICALS FOR SETTING CALIBRATION 
STANDARDS FOR MEDICAL DIAGNOSTIC APPARA- 
TUS (U.S. CL. 6). 
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CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR CHEMICALS FOR MEDICAL CLINICAL DIAG- 
NOSTIC TESTING; NAMELY, REAGENTS AND BUFF- 
ERS; MEDICINAL AND PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARA- 
TIONS AND SUBSTANCES FOR USE IN THE TREAT- 
MENT OF A VARIETY OF CONDITIONS AND DIS- 
EASES; NAMELY, BRONCHIOSPASMS; DISEASES OF 
THE RESPIRATORY TRACT; IRREGULAR HEARTBEAT; 
ANGINA PECTORIS; HYPERTENSION; CORONARY AND 
CARDIOVASCULAR DISEASES; BLOOD DISEASES; 
IRON DEFICIENCY; PREMATURE LABOR; GASTRO-IN- 
TESTINAL DISEASES; VIRAL DISEASES; BACTERIAL 
INFECTIONS; DISEASES OF THE CAVITY OF THE 
MOUTH AND OF THE THROAT; MEDICINAL AND 
PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARATIONS AND _— SUB- 
STANCES; NAMELY, TOPICAL ANESTHETICS; LOCAL 
ANESTHETICS; ANESTHETIC PREPARATIONS FOR IN- 
TRAVENOUS ADMINISTRATION, FOR USE IN DEN- 
TISTRY AND SURGERY; ANTIBIOTICS; NEUROLEP- 
TICS; BRONCHODILATORS; NERVE GAS ANTIDOTE; 
GENERAL PURPOSE DISINFECTANTS; NUTRITIVE SO- 
LUTIONS FOR INTRAVENOUS ADMINISTRATION; DIE- 
TETIC AND STRENGTHENING NUTRITIONAL PREP- 
ARATIONS FOR INFANTS AND INVALIDS; X-RAY CON- 
TRAST MEDIA; ABSORBABLE STERILE PADS FOR 
SURGICAL USE (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 44). 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 


FOR MEDICAL GOODS; NAMELY, FEVER THERMOM- 
ETERS AND FEVER THERMOMETER COVERS; SURGI- 
CAL, MEDICAL AND DENTAL INSTRUMENTS, EQUIP- 
MENT AND APPARATUS; NAMELY, SYRINGES AND 
INJECTION NEEDLES; ASPIRATING TYPE CARTRIDGE 
SYRINGES; POST-OPERATIVE DRAINS; SUCTION SETS 
FOR DRAINING OF SURGICAL REGIONS; URINE 
METERS; SURGICAL PLASTIC FOIL; VEIN STRIPPERS; 
SUTURES; SUTURE NEEDLES; SCALPELS; GLOVES; 
FACE MASKS; GOWNS; THORACIC CATHETERS; 
URETHRAL CATHETERS; FLUSHING DEVICES FOR 
RINSING THE CAVITIES OF BODIES IN CONNECTION 
WITH SURGICAL OPERATIONS; ENDOSCOPES FOR 
MEDICAL EXAMINATION AND TREATMENT; IRRA- 
DIATION APPARATUS; BLOOD PRESSURE METERS; 
WASTE CONTAINERS FOR USE DURING SURGICAL 
OPERATIONS; IMPLANTS OF PACEMAKERS AND AP- 
PARATUS THEREFOR; OXYGENATING APPARATUS; 
DIALYSIS APPARATUS; PLASTIC SYRINGES AND 
CATHETERS FOR ADMINISTRATION OF CONTRAST 
MEDIA; UNFILLED AMPOULES FOR INJECTABLES OR 
FOR INJECTABLE MEDICATIONS; PACEMAKER ELEC- 
TRODES; VASCULAR IMPLANTS; DIALYZERS; INHAL- 
ER TO ASSIST IN INHALING PHARMACEUTICAL 
PRODUCTS; SURGICAL PROSTHESES, INCLUDING 
CARDIAC VALVES AND VASCULAR PROSTHESES; AP- 
PARATUS FOR X-RAY CONTRAST MEDIA IN THE 
FORM OF PLASTIC BAGS, PLASTIC TUBES, RECTAL 
PIPES, SPOONS AND CANNULES; BAGS FOR COLLEC- 
TION AND EMPTYING; NAMELY, URINE COLLECTION 
BAGS AND BLOOD BAGS; ARTICLES COATED WITH 
HYDROPHYLIC POLYMER FOR MEDICAL AND SURGI- 
CAL USE; NAMELY, INTRAVENOUS CATHETERS FOR 
VARIOUS PURPOSES AND BLOODLINES FOR DIALY- 
SIS AND OPEN HEART SURGERY; INSTRUMENTS 
USED FOR RUBBER BAND LIGATION OF HEMOR- 
RHOIDS; NAMELY, A TUBE WITH A TRIGGER MECHA- 
NISM DESIGNED FOR THE MOUNTING OF A RUBBER 
BAND AND SUBSEQUENT APPLICATION OF THE 
SAME ONTO A HEMORRHOID (U.S. CL. 44). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR BOOKS, NEWSPAPERS, MAGAZINES, NEWSLET- 
TERS AND INSTRUCTION MANUALS DEALING WITH 
THE FIELDS OF MEDICINE AND PHARMACY; HEAVY- 
DUTY CARDBOARD PACKAGING FOR PHARMACEUTI- 
CAL PRODUCTS, INTENDED TO GUARD AGAINST 
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THE FREEZING OF ANESTHETICS DURING SHIPMENT 
(U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 


SN 74-254,124. MARLEY (U.K.) LIMITED, SEVENOAKS, 
KENT TN13 2DS, ENGLAND, FILED 3-10-1992. 


MARLEY 


OWNER OF UNITED KINGDOM REG. NO. A1314221, 
DATED 6-26-1987, EXPIRES 6-26-1994. 

OWNER OF UNITED KINGDOM REG. NO. A1314220, 
DATED 6-26-1987, EXPIRES 6-26-1994. 

OWNER OF UNITED KINGDOM REG. NO. B967437, 
DATED 11-10-1970, EXPIRES 11-10-2005. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 988,214 AND 1,488,458. 

SEC. 2(F). 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR PLUMBING FITTINGS FOR WASTE AND OVER- 
FLOW INSTALLATIONS AND INSTALLATIONS FOR 
SANITARY PURPOSES AND PARTS ’' THEREOF; 
NAMELY, PIPE SOCKETS, SLIP COUPLINGS, COU- 
PLINGS, TRIPLE SOCKETS, MULTI-BRANCH SOCKETS, 
MULTI-BRANCH ACCESS CAPS, COLLAR-BOSS 
BRANCHES, BOSS BRANCHES, STRAP-ON BOSSES, BOSS 
CONNECTORS, CONCENTRIC SOCKET PLUG SPLASH 
REDUCERS, REDUCERS, ECCENTRIC REDUCERS, 
ACCESS CAPS, ACCESS CAP AND PRESSURE PLUGS, 
PVC ADAPTORS, CAST IRON ADAPTORS, DURGO 
AUTOMATIC AIR ADMITTANCE VALVES, DUCT PIPES, 
LONG RADIUS DUCT BENDS, GRILLE CONNECTORS, 
WALL GRILLES, FLEXIBLE DUCTS, COWLS/VENT 
TERMINALS, VENT TERMINALS, WEATHERING COL- 
LARS, BARREL CLIP COLLARS, DRIVE-IN SPIKE AND 
BACKPLATE, WC SEAL AND RETAINING CAPS, 
FLANGES, FLOOR OUTLETS, TRAPPED FLOOR GUL- 
LEYS, STAINLESS STEEL TILE GRID AND COVER 
PLATES, MARLEY FIRE SLEEVES, VENT TERMINALS, 
VENT SLATE CAPS, FEMALE IRON ADAPTORS, MALE 
IRON ADAPTORS, CAULKING BUSHES, CAPS AND LIN- 
INGS, MULTI-FIT STRAIGHT TANK CONNECTORS, TU- 
BULAR SWIVEL TRAPS, BOTTLE TRAPS, MARLEY 
MONITOR ANTI-SIPHON BOTTLE TRAPS, LOW INLET 
TUBULAR BATH TRAP, SHALLOW BATH TRAPS, LOW 
LEVEL BATH TRAPS, RUNNING TUBULAR SWIVEL 
TRAPS, INLET HEIGHT ADJUSTERS, WASHING MA- 
CHINE TEES, UNIVERSAL TRAP BENDS, BATH OVER- 
FLOW OUTLETS, BATH OVERFLOW MANIFOLDS, 
SNAP CAPS, PIPE BRACKETS, SINGLE SUPPORT 
BRACKETS, CHANNEL BRACKETS, DOUBLE SUPPORT 
BASE PLATES, CHANNEL STRIPS, SINGLE SUPPORT 
BASE PLATES, ANGLE CLEATS, CHANNEL STRIP 
UNIONS, CHANNEL STRIP ANGLES, BARREL SLIP 
COLLARS, NUTS AND BOLTS FOR USE THEREWITH, 
SYSTEMS COMPRISING THESE PARTS (U.S. CLS. 13 
AND 31). 


CLASS 17—RUBBER GOODS 


FOR PLASTIC PIPES FOR PLUMBING PURPOSES, 
WASTE AND OVERFLOW INSTALLATIONS AND IN- 
STALLATIONS FOR SANITARY PURPOSES AND PARTS 
AND FITTINGS THEREFOR; NAMELY, O-RINGS, T- 
RINGS, UNIVERSAL T-SEALS, PIPES, THIN WALL 
DUCT PIPES, ADJUSTABLE BEND PIPES, SHORT 
RADIUS BEND PIPES, EAVES OFFSET BEND PIPES, 
PLAIN EQUAL BRANCH PIPES, FIVE BOSS BRANCH 
PIPES, KNUCKLE BEND PIPES, EQUAL BRANCH PIPES, 
ADJUSTABLE BRANCH PIPES, UNEQUAL BRANCH 
PIPES, DOUBLE BRANCH PIPES, MULTI-BRANCH 
PIPES, ACCESS PIPES, RIDGE VENT CONNECTORS, WC 
CONNECTORS, BENT WC CONNECTORS, STRAIGHT 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


WC CONNECTORS, ADJUSTABLE WC BENDS, ADJUST- 
ABLE SPIGOT BENDS, STRAIGHT CONNECTORS, BENT 
CONNECTORS, EXPANSION COUPLINGS/COPPER 
ADAPTORS, BENT BOSS CONNECTORS, TEES, CROSS 
TEES, SOCKET REDUCERS, MULTI-FIT WASTE CON- 
NECTORS, WASHING MACHINE PIPE KITS, FLEXIBLE 
OVERFLOW PIPES, PLASTIC PIPES AND PIPE FIT- 
TINGS, PIPE JOINT SEALANT; PLASTIC IN THE FORM 
OF TUBES FOR USE IN UNDERGROUND DRAINAGE 
SYSTEMS, SOIL AND WASTE SYSTEMS AND RAIN- 
WATER SYSTEMS; NAMELY, PIPES, PERFORATED 
PIPES, COUPLINGS, REPAIR/SLIP COUPLINGS, PIPE 
SOCKETS, TRIPLE SOCKETS, SHORT RADIUS BENDS, 
LONG RADIUS BENDS, ADJUSTABLE BENDS, PLAIN 
EQUAL BRANCHES, PLAIN UNEQUAL BRANCHES, 
ACCESS PIPES, ACCESS BENDS, ACCESS BRANCHES, 
ACCESS DOUBLE BRANCHES, LEVEL INVERT REDUC- 
ERS, REDUCERS, ADAPTORS, STRAIGHT CHAMBER 
BASES, DOUBLE BRANCH CHAMBER BASES, BOTTOM 
OUTLET CHAMBERS, STRAIGHT CHANNELS, SLIPPER 
BENDS, LONG RADIUS CHANNEL BENDS, BOSS 
BRANCHES, BOSS CONNECTORS, STRAIGHT COU- 
PLINGS, BENDS (U.S. CLS. 13 AND 35). 


CLASS 19—NON-METALLIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS 


FOR NON-METAL GUTTERS FOR RAIN-WATER SYS- 
TEMS AND PARTS THEREFOR; NAMELY, GUTTERS, 
GUTTER ANGLES, UNION CLIPS, RUNNING OUTLETS, 
FASCIA BRACKETS, STOPEND OUTLETS, EXTERNAL 
STOPENDS, PREMIER OGEE ADAPTORS, HALF ROUND 
GUTTER ADAPTORS, SPARE CLIPS, UNIONS, CLIP- 
MASTER/OGEE ADAPTORS, INTERNAL STOPENDS, 
OFFSET END SOCKETS, PIPES, PIPE CLIP AND BACK 
PLATES, OFFSET END SPIGOTS, OFFSETS, SHOES, 
LOOSE PIPE SOCKETS, PIPE SOCKETS, BACK PLATES, 
ONE-PIECE BARREL PIPE CLIPS, BENDS, OFFSET 
BENDS, REDUCERS, POLYSTYRENE DISH DRAIN 
ADAPTORS, LEAF GUARDS, ACCESS PIPES, HOPPER 
HEADS, BALCONY OUTLETS, FLAT ROOF OUTLETS, 
FLAT ROOF OUTLET GRIDS, BALCONY OUTLET 
GRADING, STRAIGHT CONNECTORS, BENT CONNEC- 
TORS, ADAPTOR FOR CAST IRON FLAT ROOF OUT- 
LETS, EXTENSION BACK PLATES, RISE AND FALL EX- 
TENSION ARMS, DRIVE-IN SPIKES, BENT TERMINAL 
LEAF GUARDS, ANGLED FASCIA BRACKET ADAP- 
TORS, UNIVERSAL GUTTER NOTCHING TOOLS, 
RAFTER ARMS, SPARE RING SEALS, RODDING POINT 
TERMINALS, SEAL RODDING POINTS, ACCESS CAP 
AND PRESSURE PLUGS, ACCESS SOCKET PLUGS, 
PRESSURE PLUGS, COMPACT GULLEYS, GULLEY 
TRAP BASES, GULLEY HOPPERS, GULLEY GRADINGS, 
GULLEY INLET RAISING PIECES, GULLEY ACCESS 
COVERS, GULLEY BACK INLET PLATES, GULLEY 
GRIDS, PRESSURE PLUGS, CHAMBER RISERS, CHAM- 
BER LIDS AND FRAMES, LIFTING HANDLES, INSPEC- 
TION CHAMBERS, CHAMBER COVER/FRAMES, SPARE 
BLANKING PLUGS, ACCESS CAPS, LIFTING KEYS, 
HALF ROUND GUTTER ADAPTORS, SPARE CLIPS, 
UNIONS, CLIP-MASTER/OGEE ADAPTORS AND INTER- 
NAL STOPENDS (U.S. CL. 12). 


SN 74-254,893. HENDERSON DOORS B.V., 
BLADEL, NETHERLANDS, FILED 3-12-1992. 


POLAR PLUS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PLUS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


5531 AB 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR METAL DOORS AND DOOR PANELS FOR RE- 
FRIGERATED TRUCK, RAIL, AIR AND SHIP TRANS- 
PORT (U.S. CL. 12). 
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CLASS 19—NON-METALLIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS 
FOR NON-METAL DOORS AND DOOR PANELS FOR 


REFRIGERATED TRUCK, RAIL, AIR AND SHIP TRANS- 
PORT (U.S. CL. 12). 


SN 74-256,897. FIRST ROW VIDEO INC., WARREN, OH. 
FILED 3-19-1992. 


FIRST ROW VIDEO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VIDEO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 

FOR BLANK VIDEO TAPES, PRE-RECORDED VIDEO 
TAPES FEATURING DRAMATIC, COMEDIC, MUSICAL, 
DOCUMENTARY, AND INSTRUCTIONAL PRODUC- 
TIONS, HEAD CLEANING TAPES FOR VIDEO RECORD- 
ERS, VIDEOCASSETTE PLAYERS AND RECORDERS 
(U.S. CLS. 21, 26 AND 36). 

FIRST USE 4-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1985. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR RENTAL OF PRE-RECORDED VIDEO-TAPE CAS- 
SETTES (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1985. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR VIDEO STORE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1985. 


SN 74-264,319. GTE VANTAGE CORPORATION, STAM- 
FORD, CT. FILED 4-9-1992. 


SOLUTION CARD 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CARD”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 

FOR MAGNETIC CODED CARD USED TO FACILI- 
TATE THE PROVISION OF TELECOMMUNICATION 
CREDIT AND BILLING SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR FINANCIAL AND TELECOMMUNICATION 
CREDIT CARD SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 
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SN 74-265,242. HOES, JACK EDGAR, DBA EXPRESSWAYS 
TO LEARNING, INC., PEARCE, AZ. FILED 4-13-1992. 


Expressways To Math 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MATH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR PRE-RECORDED EDUCATIONAL AUDIO CAS- 
SETTE TAPES FEATURING PROGRAMS ON MATH; 
COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN THE FIELD OF 
TEACHING MATH (U.S. CLS. 21, 36 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 5-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1991. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR BOOKS AND PRINTED TEACHING MATERIALS 
ON THE SUBJECT OF MATH (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1991. 


SN 74-268,974. IMAGINE FILMS ENTERTAINMENT, INC., 
LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 4-24-1992. 


il 
>» 
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CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 
FOR BABY FOOD (U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 
FOR KNIVES, SPOONS, AND FORKS (U.S. CL. 23). 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR SLUMBER BAGS, AND ROCKING CHAIRS (U.S. 
CLS. 32 AND 50). 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR CLOTHES RACKS, BEVERAGE GLASSWARE, 
MUGS, PLATES, BOWLS, KITS FOR CARRYING SNACKS 
AND MEALS CONSISTING OF A CONTAINER FOR CAR- 
RYING CUTLERY, NAPKINS, AND FOOD AND BEVER- 
AGE CONTAINERS, AND SETS CONSISTING OF A 
COMB, BRUSH AND HAND-HELD MIRROR FOR PER- 
SONAL GROOMING (U.S. CLS. 2, 13, 19, 32 AND 33). 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


FOR TOWELS, SHEETS, PILLOW CASES, BED- 
SPREADS, BLANKETS, AND CURTAINS (US. CL. 42). 
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CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR COMPUTER GAMES, VIDEO GAMES, ACTION 
FIGURES AND ACCESSORIES, PARLOR GAMES, MAS- 
QUERADE MASKS, TOY VEHICLES, TOY WEAPONS, 
PLUSH TOYS, CRAFT KITS, BALLS, ACCESSORIES FOR 
BALL GAMES, DOLLS, DOLL ACCESSORIES, AND TOY 
HATS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-270,809. REGIE NATIONALE DES USINES RE- 
NAULT, 92109 BOULOGNE-BILLANCOURT, FRANCE, 
FILED 4-30-1992. 


RENAULT 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON FRANCE 
APPLICATION NO. 317,287, FILED 11-5-1991, REG. NO. 
1,703,510, DATED 11-5-1991, EXPIRES 11-5-2001. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 909,488, 1,039,536 AND 
1,237,212. 


CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


FOR MOTOR VEHICLES; NAMELY, AUTOMOBILES, 
TRUCKS AND BUSES, MOTOR VEHICLE BODIES, IN- 
STRUMENT PANELS, MOLDINGS AND TRIM, SEATS, 
DOORS, BACK RESTS, BUMPERS, WINDOWS, MIRRORS, 
WINDSHIELD WIPER MOTORS AND HEATERS, SEAT 
BELTS AND SEAT BELT PARTS FOR MOTOR VEHI- 
CLES AND PARTS OF ALL OF THE FOREGOING; ELEC- 
TRICAL PARTS AND ACCESSORIES FOR MOTOR VEHI- 
CLES; NAMELY, FANS FOR MOTORS, STARTERS, 
HORNS AND PARTS OF ALL THE FOREGOING; AUTO- 
MOBILE TRANSMISSIONS, DIFFERENTIALS, CLUTCH- 
ES AND PARTS FOR ALL THE FOREGOING; INTER- 
NAL COMBUSTION ENGINES; AND FAN AND GENER- 
ATOR BELTS (U.S. CLS. 19, 21, 23 AND 35). 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR CONSTRUCTIONS AND REPARATIONS; 
NAMELY, INSTALLATION AND REPAIR OF BOILERS, 
AIR CONDITIONING APPARATUS INSTALLATION 
AND REPAIR, DERUSTING, ELECTRICAL APPLIANCE 
INSTALLATION AND REPAIR, PAINTING AND REPAIR 
OF SIGNS, WAREHOUSE CONSTRUCTION AND 
REPAIR, CUSTOM-SHIP BUILDING, RETREADING OF 
TIRES, REPAIR AND VULCANIZATION OF TIRES, VE- 
HICLE SERVICE STATION SERVICES; NAMELY, VEHI- 
CLE RUST REMOVAL, PAINTING, POLISHING, LUBRI- 
CATING, REPAIR, MAINTENANCE AND CLEANING 
SERVICES, INCLUDING CAR WASH SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
103). 
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CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 


FOR TRANSPORT AND STORAGE; NAMELY, PACK- 
AGING ARTICLES FOR TRANSPORTATION, VEHICLE 
TOWING AND TRANSPORT OF GOODS AND PERSONS 
BY MEANS OF TRUCKS AND CARS (U.S. CL. 105). 


SN 74-275,808. THOMAS & BETTS CORPORATION, 
BRIDGEWATER, NJ. FILED 5-15-1992. 


ELECTRIPAK 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


FOR HAND TOOLS; NAMELY, WIRE AND CABLE 


CRIMPING, CUTTING AND STRIPPING TOOLS (U.S. CL. 
23). 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRICAL WIRES AND CABLES, BOXES AND 
HOUSINGS FOR ELECTRICAL WIRES AND CABLES; 
NAMELY, MULTIPLE OUTLET UNITS (U.S. CL. 21). 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRICAL LIGHTS, FIXTURES FOR ELEC- 
TRICAL LIGHTS, BULBS, COVERS AND LENSES FOR 
ELECTRICAL LIGHTS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 34). 


SN 74-278,809. PEERLESS CARPET CORPORATION, 
MONTREAL, QUEBEC, CANADA, FILED 5-27-1992. 


PEERLESS 


INTERNATIONAL 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 696818, FILED 1-14-1992, REG. NO. 
TMA416004, DATED 8-27-1993, EXPIRES 8-27-2008. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 929,919 AND 1,546,943. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INTERNATIONAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


CLASS 27—FLOOR COVERINGS 


FOR CARPETS, CARPET UNDERCUSHION, CARPET 
BATH-RUGS, SCATTER RUGS AND VINYL FLOOR COV- 
ERINGS (U.S. CLS. 20, 42 AND 50). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1991. 
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CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RETAIL AND WHOLESALE STORE SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF CARPETS AND FLOOR COVERINGS 
(U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1991. 


SN 74-280,569. FLOW INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, 
KENT, WA. FILED 6-2-1992. 


COUGAR 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR TUBING FOR HIGH PRESSURE WATER CUT- 
TING AND ABRADING UNITS, MADE PRIMARILY OF 
METAL, AND ALSO HAVING A NYLON CORE (U.S. CLS. 
13 AND 23). 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR HIGH PRESSURE WATER CUTTING AND AB- 
RADING UNITS COMPRISING; WATER JET NOZZLE 
ASSEMBLY, WATER/ABRASIVE MIXING VALVE AS- 
SEMBLY, PUMP, TUBES AND VALVES AND PARTS 
THEREOF; NAMELY, NOZZLE ASSEMBLIES, MIXING 
VALVE ASSEMBLIES, PUMPS AND VALVES (US. CL. 
23). 


SN 74-281,131. ORION-YHTYMA OY, DBA ORION CORPO- 
RATION, SF-02200 ESPOO, FINLAND, FILED 6-1-1992. 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FINLAND 
APPLICATION NO. 1431/92, FILED 3-24-1992, REG. NO. 
125666, DATED 3-5-1993, EXPIRES 3-5-2003. 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR DIAGNOSTIC PREPARATIONS FOR SCIENTIFIC 
OR RESEARCH USE (U.S. CL. 6). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR DIAGNOSTIC PREPARATIONS FOR CLINICAL 
OR MEDICAL LABORATORY USE (U.S. CL. 18). 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 

FOR ELECTRONIC MEDICAL DIAGNOSTIC APPARA- 
TUS AND MEDICAL INSTRUMENTS FOR MEASURING 
ANALYTES IN BODY FLUIDS (U.S. CL. 44). 





T™ 14 


SN 74-282,060. PEERLESS CARPET CORPORATION, 
MONTREAL, QUEBEC, CANADA, FILED 6-3-1992. 


TALK TO AN EXPERT 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 704135, FILED 5-1-1992, REG. NO. 
TMA415760, DATED 8-20-1993, EXPIRES 8-20-2008. 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR ADHESIVES FOR APPLYING FLOOR COVER- 
INGS (U.S. CL. 5). 


CLASS 27—FLOOR COVERINGS 


FOR CARPETS, CARPET UNDERCUSHIONS, SCATTER 
RUGS, BATH RUGS AND BATHROOM ACCESSORIES; 
NAMELY, TOILET SEAT COVERS, TOILET TANK 
COVERS, TOILET CONTOUR FLOOR MATS AND BATH 
MATS, AND VINYL FLOOR COVERINGS (U.S. CLS. 42 
AND 50). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF RUGS, CARPETS AND FLOOR COVER- 
INGS; WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORSHIP SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF RUGS, CARPETS AND FLOOR COVER- 
INGS (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-282,070. GEMSTAR DEVELOPMENT CORPORA- 
TION, PASADENA, CA. FILED 6-4-1992. 


INDEX PLUS 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR CONTROLLERS FOR STORING AND RETRIEV- 
ING PROGRAM DIRECTORIES FOR PROGRAMS RE- 
CORDED ON A MOVING MAGNETIC RECORDING 
MEDIA; MAGNETIC RECORDING MEDIA FOR STOR- 
ING AND PROVIDING PROGRAM DIRECTORIES FOR 
PROGRAMS RECORDED ON MOVING MAGNETIC RE- 
CORDING MEDIA (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR WHOLESALE AND RETAIL DISTRIBUTORSHIPS 
IN THE FIELD OF MAGNETIC RECORDING MEDIA 
FOR STORING AND PROVIDING PROGRAM DIRECTO- 
RIES FOR PROGRAMS RECORDED ON A MOVING 
MAGNETIC RECORDING MEDIA (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-283,111. BOOTS COMPANY PLC, THE, NOTTING- 
HAM NG2 3AA, ENGLAND, FILED 6-5-1992. 


SHAPERS 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR FULL LINE OF DIETARY SUPPLEMENT PREP- 
ARATIONS (U.S. CL. 18). 
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CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR FULL LINE OF TRADITIONAL AND LOW-CALO- 
RIE/LOW FAT FOODS; NAMELY, FRESH, CURED, 
FROZEN AND COOKED MEAT, FISH, POULTRY; 
LUNCHEON MEATS; PREPARED MEALS CONSISTING 
OF FISH, MEAT OR POULTRY AND VEGETABLES, 
GRAINS OR PASTA, SEASONINGS AND SPICES; MILK- 
BASED FOOD BEVERAGES, DAIRY PRODUCTS EX- 
CLUDING FROZEN YOGURT AND ICE CREAM; PRE- 
SERVED, DRIED, OR COOKED FRUITS AND VEGETA- 
BLES; JELLIES AND JAMS; EDIBLE OILS AND FATS; 
PICKLES, SOUPS (U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR FULL LINE OF TRADITIONAL AND LOW CALO- 
RIE/LOW FAT FOODS; NAMELY, COFFEE, TEA, 
SUGAR, RICE, TAPIOCA, COFFEE SUBSTITUTES, 
FLOUR, BREAD, BISCUITS; PREPARED DESSERTS; 
NAMELY, PIES, CAKES, PASTRIES, CANDIES, COOK- 
IES, FRUIT CRISP (FRUIT BASE WITH CRUMBLE TOP- 
PING OF FLOUR, BUTTER AND SUGAR), PUDDINGS, 
MOUSSES, AND TRIFLE; ICE CREAM; FROZEN 
YOGURT; FROZEN DAIRY CONFECTIONS; MIXES FOR 
MAKING PIES, CAKES, PASTRIES, CANDIES, COOKIES, 
PUDDINGS, MOUSSES, AND FRUIT FLAVORED 
POWDER MIX TO PREPARE DAIRY CONFECTIONS BY 
ADDING MILK; FROZEN MEALS CONSISTING PRI- 
MARILY OF PASTA WITH MEAT, FISH OR POULTRY, 
VEGETABLE, SAUCE AND SEASONINGS; FROZEN 
PIZZA; BREAKFAST CEREALS; HONEY, MAPLE AND 
FRUIT SYRUPS, YEAST, BAKING POWDER, SALT, MUS- 
TARD, PEPPER, VINEGAR, SAUCES, AND SPICES (U.S. 
CL. 46). 


CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 


FOR FULL LINE OF MINERAL WATERS, AERATED 
WATERS, CARBONATED AND NON-CARBONATED 
SOFT DRINKS, PUNCHES AND JUICES, SYRUPS AND 
PREPARATIONS FOR MAKING SOFT DRINKS, 
PUNCHES, AND JUICES USED FOR DIETERS (U.S. CLS. 
45 AND 46). 
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TIMO TORINESE, ITALY, FILED 6-8-1992. 


of, 
G reen Nez Pen 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON ITALY 
APPLICATION NO. MI92C002101, FILED 3-23-1992, REG. 
NO. 572621, DATED 7-20-1992, EXPIRES 3-23-2012 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GREEN PEN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING APPEARING IN THE DRAWING OF 
THE MARK IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES ONLY. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR PENS, BALLPENS, FOUNTAIN PENS, PEN CLIPS, 
PEN HOLDERS OF DIFFERENT MATERIALS, OFFICE 
ARTICLES AND REQUISITES; NAMELY, INK WELLS, 
PENCILS, PAPER CLIP TRAYS, RUBBER STAMPS AND 
CONTAINERS THEREFOR, STATIONERY HOLDERS, 
STAPLERS, PAPERWEIGHTS, INK PADS, BOOKENDS, 
SQUARES AND RULES FOR DRAWING, PAPER 
KNIVES; PRINTED INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS IN 


THE FIELD OF EDUCATIONAL GAMES (U.S. <LS. 37 
AND 38). 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 
FOR BRIEFCASES (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 3). 
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SN 74-283,230. LECCE PEN COMPANY, S.P.A., 10036 SET- 
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SN 74-283,633. INSTITUTE OF PREVENTIVE MEDICINE, 
INC., DENVILLE, NJ. FILED 6-10-1992. 


Health Preservation 


a —— 
2 2 c 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,586,446 AND 1,639,297 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HEALTH PRESERVATION”, “NUTRITION” OR 
“FITNESS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR AUDIO CASSETTE TAPES CONCERNING NUTRI- 
TION (U.S. CL. 36). 
FIRST USE 2-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1991. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR BOOKS CONCERNING VITAMIN THERAPY, 
DIET, EXERCISE AND RELAXATION IN THE HEALTH 
FIELD (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1991 


SN 74-290,953. WSC WINDSURFING CHIEMSEE PRODUK- 
TIONS UND VERTRIEBS GMBH, 8221 GRABENSTATT, 
FED REP GERMANY, FILED 7-6-1992. 


BY WINDSURFING CHIEMSEE 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 
DATED 6-1-1992, EXPIRES 9-26-2001. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “WINDSURFING”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


2014831, 


CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


FOR WATER VEHICLES; NAMELY, SAILBOATS AND 
PARTS THEREFOR; NAMELY, SUSPENSION FRAMES, 
BOOMS AND MASTS (U.S. CL. 19). 
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CLASS 22—CORDAGE AND FIBERS 


FOR TENTS, AWNINGS, CANVAS TARPAULINS AND 
SAILS (U.S. CLS. 19, 22 AND 50) 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, COATS, JACKETS, ANOR- 
AKS, WIND RESISTANT JACKETS AND PANTS, TROU- 
SERS, PULLOVERS, SWEATSHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, SHIRTS, 
SHIRTS AND TROUSERS FOR SKIING AND SNOW- 
BOARDING; FOOTWEAR; NAMELY, SHOES AND SAN- 
DALS; HEADWEAR; NAMELY, HATS, CAPS AND 
HEADBANDS (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 39) 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR SPORTING ARTICLES; NAMELY, SWIM FINS, 
SAIL BOARDS AND PARTS THEREFOR; NAMELY, 
BOOMS, FINS, HARNESS-LINES FOR SECURING RIDER, 
FOOTSTRAPS, PROTECTIVE JACKETS FOR MASTS, 
SPREADER BARS AND MASTS, DAGGERBOARDS; 
SWIM MASKS; SNOWBOARDS; SURFBOARDS; SKI 
EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, BOOTS, POLES AND WAX; 
TENNIS EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, TENNIS BALLS, 
TENNIS RACKETS AND GRIP TAPE; FISHING EQUIP- 
MENT; NAMELY, FISHING FLIES, FISHING HOOKS, 
RODS AND REELS (USS. CLS. 4, 19, 22 AND 26). 


SN 74-294,664. ATTO INSTRUMENTS, INC., ROCKVILLE, 
MD. FILED 7-16-1992 


FLUOQROSENSOR 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR FLUORESCENT CHEMICALS AND REAGENTS 
FOR SCIENTIFIC LABORATORY USE (U.S. CL. 6). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 

FOR DIAGNOSTIC REAGENTS; NAMELY, FLUORES- 
CENT CHEMICALS FOR CLINICAL MEDICAL LABORA- 
TORY USE (U.S. CL. 18) 


SN 74-294,666. ATTO INSTRUMENTS, INC., ROCKVILLE, 
MD. FILED 7-16-1992 


FLICKER 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR FLUORESCENT CHEMICALS AND REAGENTS 
FOR SCIENTIFIC LABORATORY USE (U.S. CL. 6). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR DIAGNOSTIC REAGENTS; NAMELY, FLUORES- 
CENT CHEMICALS FOR CLINICAL MEDICAL LABORA- 
TORY USE (U.S. CL. 18) 
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SN 74-297,725. HOLIDAY CREATIONS, INC., LITTLETON, 
CO. FILED 7-27-1992. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR PLASTIC AND FABRIC COVERED ANIMATED 
FIGURES, STUFFED POSABLE FIGURES, PLUSH 
STUFFED FIGURES AND ANIMALS, HOLIDAY SCENES 
COMPRISED OF PLASTIC AND FABRIC COVERED FIG- 
URES AND PLASTIC MOLDED ITEMS OR PLASTIC 
AND PLUSH FIGURES (US. CL. 50). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1991. 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 
FOR DECORATIONS FOR CHRISTMAS TREES (U.S. 
CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 7-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1991 


SN 74-302,478. OLYMPIC GAMES, INC., ATLANTA, GA. 
FILED 8-5-1992. 


WHATIZIT 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR CHEMICALS USED IN PHOTOGRAPHY; 
NAMELY, PHOTOCHEMICALS; SENSITIZED GOODS; 
NAMELY, PHOTO SENSITIVE PAPER, UNEXPOSED 
PHOTOGRAPHIC FILM, AND PHOTO SENSITIVE 
PLATE; GENERAL PURPOSE ADHESIVES AND ELAS- 
TOMERS FOR JOINING, PROTECTING AND SEALING 
APPLICATIONS; WATER AND STAIN REPELLANTS 
FOR CLOTHING, CARPETING, TEXTILES, WOOD AND 
LEATHER; PLASTIC MOLDING COMPOUNDS FOR USE 
IN THE MANUFACTURE OF MOLDED PLASTIC ITEMS; 
ABRASIVES FOR USE IN GRINDING, SANDING, FIN- 
ISHING AND POLISHING; PETROLEUM CRACKING 
COMPOUNDS; PULP PAPER FOR MANUFACTURING 
PURPOSES (U.S. CL. 6). 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR MONEY CLIPS, KEY CHAINS; LICENSE PLATES; 
KEY TAGS; TIN CONTAINERS FOR THE STORAGE 
AND TRANSPORTATION OF GOODS; KEY RINGS; 
METAL NOVELTY, SECURITY AND LAW ENFORCE- 
MENT BADGES; METAL MAIL BOXES; COMMON 
METALS AND THEIR ALLOYS; ALUMINUM FOIL; 
STEEL WIRES, BARS, SLABS, AND BEAMS FOR USE IN 
CONSTRUCTION (U.S. CLS. 13 AND 14). 
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CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR CONTACT LENSES; CONTACT LENS BLANKS 
AND CASES; EYEGLASSES; SUNGLASSES; RADIOS; 
TELEVISIONS; MUSICAL SOUND AND MUSICAL 
VIDEO RECORDINGS, TELEPHONE AUDIO AND 
VIDEO RECEIVERS; BLANK AUDIO AND VIDEO OPTI- 
CAL DISCS AND AUDIO AND VIDEO OPTICAL DISCS, 
DISKETTES AND PLAYERS; VIDEO CAMERAS; CAM- 
CORDERS; VIDEO CASSETTES RECORDERS; OSCIL- 
LOSCOPES; MONITORING ELECTRODES; DICTATION 
AND TRANSCRIPTION MACHINES; FACSIMILE TRANS- 
MISSION MACHINES; PHOTOGRAPHIC EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, CAMERAS, PROJECTORS, EXPOSED 
CAMERA FILM AND PHOTOGRAPHIC IDENTIFICA- 
TION CAMERAS; COMPUTER HARDWARE AND COM- 
PUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAMS IN THE FIELD OF 
SPORTS; COMPUTER ACCESSORIES; NAMELY, COM- 
PUTER FURNITURE, INTERFACE BOARDS, KEY- 
BOARDS, MEMORIES, MONITORS, MOUSE AND OPER- 
ATING PROGRAMS, OPERATING SYSTEMS, PERIPHER- 
ALS, PRINTERS AND TERMINALS AND CALCULA- 
TORS; COMPUTER SOFTWARE GAMES; DATA PROCES- 
SORS; BATTERIES; TRANSPARENCY PROJECTORS, 
FLASH BULBS FOR CAMERAS; TELEPHONES, TELE- 
PHONE RECEIVERS, AND TELEPHONE TRANSMIT- 
TERS; PHOTOCOPY MACHINES; ELECTRICAL CON- 
DUCTORS AND CABLES; THERMOMETERS; THERMO- 
STATS; SPECTROPHOTOMETERS; RADIOGRAPHIC 
OUTPUT IMAGING MACHINES; CAMERA STRAPS; 
FASHION EYEGLASSES; LENSES; EYEGLASS CASES; 
EYEGLASS FRAMES; EYEGLASS CORDS; MAGNETS; 
BINOCULARS; DOOR BELLS AND WARNING DEVICE 
BELLS; PRE-RECORDED AUDIO AND VIDEO TAPES; 
FEATURING SPORTS EVENTS AND OLYMPIC CERE- 
MONIES; RULERS; SAFETY GOGGLES; PEDOMETERS; 
RADIOS; ELECTRIC LIGHT SWITCH PLATES; MAG- 
NETIC AUTOMOBILE EMBLEMS; NEON SIGNS; BAT- 
TERIES; MAGNIFYING GLASSES; LIFE PRESERVERS; 
LUMINOUS SIGNS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


CLASS 14—JEWELRY 


FOR BELT BUCKLES OF PRECIOUS METAL; TIE 
PINS; TIE CLIPS; TIE TACKS; STICK PINS; JEWELRY; 
NAMELY, CHARMS, PENDANTS, BRACELETS, PINS, 
CUFF LINKS, NECKLACES, EARRINGS AND RINGS; 
MEDALLIONS; NON-MONETARY COINS OF PRECIOUS 
METAL; CLOCKS; WATCHES; CHRONOGRAPHS; STOP 
WATCHES; WOVEN’ BRACELETS; MEDALLIONS; 
NAPKIN RINGS MADE OF PRECIOUS METAL; GOLD 
PLATED OR KARAT GOLD STAMPED REPLICAS (U.S. 
CLS. 27 AND 28). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR ADHESIVES AND ADHESIVE TAPES FOR STA- 
TIONERY OR HOUSEHOLD USES; REPOSITIONABLE 
NOTE PAPER; TYPEWRITERS; PRINTED INSTRUC- 
TIONAL AND TEACHING MATERIALS IN THE FIELD 
OF EDUCATION AND SPORTS; NOTE PAPER DISPENS- 
ERS; GENERAL FEATURE AND SPORTS AND FITNESS 
MAGAZINES; NEWSPAPERS FOR GENERAL CIRCULA- 
TION; PLASTIC SHOPPING, GROCERY AND GARMENT 
BAGS; CALENDARS; MOUNTED AND UNMOUNTED 
PHOTOGRAPHS; PLAYING AND TRADING CARDS; 
ROAD MAPS; ATHLETIC CONTEST BOOKS AND JOUR- 
NALS; CATALOGS FOR THE SALE OF ATHLETIC MER- 
CHANDISE; ENVELOPES; CARDBOARD AND PAPER 
CARTOONS; BLANK AND PICTURE POSTCARDS; NO- 
TECARDS; NOTE PADS; GREETING CARDS; COOK- 
BOOKS; ACTIVITY AND COLORING BOOKS; PUFFY 
STICKERS; ADHESIVE STICKERS; PHOTOGRAPH 
ALBUMS; MEMORANDUM BOOKS; PENS; PENCILS; 
FOLDERS AND PORTFOLIOS FOR PAPERS; NOTE- 
BOOKS AND BINDERS; LETTER OPENERS; MEMO 
HOLDERS; PENNANTS MADE OF PAPER AND MOUNT- 
ED ON STICKS; DIARIES; CLIPBOARDS; BOOK 
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COVERS; BOOK MARKS; BULLETIN BOARDS; ERAS- 
ABLE MEMO BOARDS; PEN AND PENCIL HOLDERS; 
PAPER CLIP HOLDERS; PAPER WEIGHTS; PAPER NAP- 
KINS AND TOWELS; TISSUE AND TOILET PAPER; 
POSTERS; WRITING PAPER AND STATIONERY; DRAW- 
ING PAPER; BLUEPRINTS; WRAPPING PAPER; LUMI- 
NOUS PAPER; GRAPHICS PAPER; NEWSPRINT PAPER; 
MAGNETIC VINYL SIGNS AND STICKERS; PAPER 
BANNERS; DECALS AND WINDSHIELD DECAL 
STRIPS; COLLECTOR DECALS WITH DISPLAY SHEETS; 
BUMPER STICKERS AND STRIPS; PLASTIC WATER- 
FILLED SNOW GLOBES; PENCIL HOLDERS; MEMO 
PADS; ERASERS; STATIONERY HOLDERS; MAPS; DIS- 
POSABLE BABY BIBS; DESK SETS; COLOR LITHO- 
GRAPHS; STICKER BOOKS; POSTCARD BOOKS; HOLO- 
GRAPHIC CARDS; PAPER FILE DIVIDERS; BOOKS TO 
COLLECT COINS; PENCIL BAGS; PENCIL SHARPEN- 
ERS; POSTAGE STAMPS; SCORE, CHECK AND AUTO- 
GRAPH BOOKS; TAPE DISPENSERS; GIFT WRAP SETS; 
GIFT BOXES; MAGNET CLOSURE ENVELOPES; COMIC 
BOOKS; BOOKMARKS; POSTERBOOKS; PAPER, PARTY 
AND LAWN SIGNS; STAMP PADS; CORRUGATED 
CARDBOARD STORAGE BOXES AND CORRUGATED 
CLOSET WARDROBES AND STORGE BOXES; PAPER 
CHRISTMAS DECORATIONS; REFLECTIVE PAPER 
STOCK; WOODEN DESK BOXES; PAPER LUGGAGE 
TAGS; STENCILS FOR DECORATING CAKES AND 
COOKIES; INSTRUCTIONAL CRAFT BOOKS; GROCERY 
BAGS (U.S. CLS. 2, 5, 37 AND 38). 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


FOR KNAPSACKS; ALL PURPOSE SPORTS BAGS; 
BACK PACKS; TOTE BAGS; HANDBAGS; PURSES; WAL- 
LETS; CREDIT CARD HOLDERS; BUSINESS FOLDERS; 
BRIEF CASES; ATTACHE CASES OF LEATHER AND 
VINYL; GARMENT BAGS FOR TRAVEL; GYM BAGS; 
ALL PURPOSE GEAR CARRYING BAGS; UMBRELLAS; 
LUGGAGE; TRUNKS FOR TRAVELING; PARASOLS; 
WALKING STICKS; WHIPS; HARNESSES; SADDLERY; 
CANVAS BAGS; TEAM EQUIPMENT BAGS; BARREL 
BAGS; FANNY PACK; ROLL BAGS; DOG LEASHES; 
TRAVEL BAGS AND SHOE BAGS FOR TRAVEL; 
DUFFEL BAGS; SUIT BAGS; SCHOOL BAGS; PERSONAL 
FOOTLOCKERS; DOG/CAT SWEATERS; PET COLLARS, 
LEADS AND IDENTIFICATION TAGS FOR PETS (U.S. 
CLS. 3 AND 41). 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR FOOT LOCKERS; PILLOWS AND CUSHIONS; 
STADIUM SEATS; ORNAMENTAL NOVELTY BUTTONS; 
NAMELY, ENAMEL AND METAL LAPEL BUTTONS 
AND BADGES; NON-METAL MONEY CLIPS; NON- 
METAL KEY RINGS; NON-METAL KEY CHAINS; PIC- 
TURE FRAMES; MIRRORS; ROLLER SHADES WITH 
SUCTION CUPS FOR WINDOWS; MAGAZINE CADDIES; 
NON-METAL REUSABLE BOTTLE CAPS; NON-METAL 
CLIPS FOR TABLECLOTHS; HARD PLASTIC BOBBLE 
HEADS AND BOBBLE CAP STATUES; PLASTIC AND 
WOOD FIGURINE; MOBILES; MINIATURE STADIUM 
REPRODUCTIONS; STEEL FURNITURE; CHAIRS AND 
STOOLS; TABLES; FOLDING SPORT SEATS AND 
STOOLS; FOOTSTOOLS; JUVENILE FURNITURE; BED- 
ROOM FURNITURE; CLOTHES AND COAT HANGERS; 
TROPHY CUPS; BEAN BAG CHAIRS; NON-METAL COAT 
RACKS; WOODEN AND PLASTIC DOORKNOBS (U.S. 
CLS. 32 AND 50). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR BELTS; NECKTIES; MEN’S AND WOMEN’S 
FORMAL WEAR; SUSPENDERS; BANDANNAS; BEACH 
SANDALS; INFANT AND TODDLER SLEEPWEAR; 
BATHROBES; NIGHTSHIRTS, PAJAMAS AND 
LOUNGEWEAR; BEACH COVERUP DRESSES; DIAPER 
SETS; TODDLER SHORT SETS; JOGGING SUITS; GIRLS 
KNIT DRESSES WITH PANTS SETS; BOYS SHORTS 
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SETS; GIRLS SKIRT/PANTY COMBINATIONS; SOCKS; 
PLAYSUITS; COVERALLS; WRISTBANDS; GOLF AND 
SKI GLOVES; UNION SUITS; HENLEY SUITS; SHORTS; 
PANTS; SLACKS; SHIRTS; JACKETS; REFEREES AND 
UMPIRES UNIFORMS; TEAM UNIFORM REPRODUC- 
TIONS; SWEATERS; PARKAS; TURTLENECKS; MIT- 
TENS; UNDERWEAR; ROMPERS; JERSEYS; MATERNITY 
TOPS; BOWTIES; HEADWEAR AND SCARVES; EAR 
MUFFS, EARBANDS AND HEADBANDS; HOSIERY; 
RAINWEAR; NAMELY, RAIN PONCHOS AND JACKETS; 
FOOTWEAR; NAMELY, SHOES, BOOTS AND SLIPPERS; 
BATH THONGS; NYLON SHELLS; HATS; CAPS; VISORS; 
APRONS; CLOTH AND SKI BIBS; REPRODUCTION 
CLOTHING RELICATING BASEBALL AND BASKET- 
BALL UNIFORMS; CANVAS FOOTWEAR; KNICKERS; 
WIND RESISTENT JACKET; GOLF SUITS AND HATS; 
MASQUERADE COSTUMES; FACE MASKS; LAYETTE 
SETS; BLAZERS; LEGWARMERS; SEQUINED EVENING 
TOPS; JEANS; LEOTARDS; WORKOUT AND SPORTS AP- 
PAREL; NAMELY, SHORTS, JACKETS, SLACKS, AND 
SHIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR ATHLETIC EQUIPMENT SHAPED NYLON BAGS; 
ATHLETIC SUPPORTERS; DOLLS AND STUFFED ANI- 
MALS; SCALE MODEL VEHICLES; JIGSAW PUZZLES; 
CHRISTMAS TREE ORNAMENTS AND DECORATIONS; 
COMMEMORATIVE BASE, BASKET AND SOCCER 
BALLS; BENDABLE TOY FIGURES; WALKING TOY 
FIGURES; ACTION PUPPETS; PLASTIC MINI-HELMETS; 
BLOW-UP TOYS; BOBBLE HEAD DOLLS; HAND PUP- 
PETS; TEDDY BEARS; DARTBOARD CABINETS, 
DARTS; CHRISTMAS STOCKINGS; BACKBOARDS FOR 
BASKETBALL; GOLF BAGS; GOLF CLUB HEAD 
COVERS; GOLF BAG COVERS; PADS FOR USE IN 
SHOULDER STRAPS; PLASTIC YOYS; ACTION FIG- 
URES; ACCESSORIES TO BE USED WITH ACTION FIG- 
URES; HAND HELD VIDEO GAMES; PUZZLES; FLYING 
DISCS; DOLLS; MARBLES; KITES; TARGET SETS; RAT- 
TLES AND NOISEMAKERS FOR WAVING; TOY 
TRUCKS; BASE, BASKET, BILLIARD, BOWLING, 
HOCKEY, FOOT, GOLF, HAND, LACROSSE, RACKET, 
RUGBY, SOCCER, TENNIS, VOLLEY AND TOY BALLS; 
JUMP ROPES; BASKETBALL, HAND-HELD FISHING, 
TABLE TENNIS AND VOLLEYBALL NETS; FIELD 
HOCKEY STICKS; BACKBOARDS; MESH GAME NETS; 
IRON SHOTS FOR SHOT PUTTING; TENNIS, RACKET- 
BALL AND SQUASH RACKETS; TABLE TENNIS PAD- 
DLES; BASEBALL, CRICKET, SOFTBALL BATS; SPORTS 
HELMETS; RHYTHM RIBBONS FOR USE IN GYMNAS- 
TICS; WORKOUT CLUBS OR INDIAN; BALLOONS; 
SHOULDER AND PROTECTIVE PADS; BASEBALL, BAT- 
TING, BICYCLING, BOXING, HANDBALL, GOALKEEP- 
ERS, HOCKEY, KARATE, SKI, SOFTBALL, SWIMMING, 
WATER SKI AND SAILING GLOVES; TOYS; NAMELY, 
BATH, BATHTUB, CHILDREN’S MULTIPLE ACTIVITY, 
RIDE-ON, SOFT SCULPTURE, STUFFED, WATER 
SQUIRTING, AND WIND-UP; BOWLING BALL BAGS; 
MODEL TRAIN SETS; SQUEEZABLE SQUEAKING TOYS; 
SPORTS GLASSES; RADIO OPERATED VEHICLES; 
TOYS FOR PETS; PINBALL MACHINES; SKI MASKS; 
FISHING LURES; DISCUSES (U.S. CL. 22). 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR PRESERVED, DRIED, AND COOKED FOODS 
AND VEGETABLES; NAMELY, POTATO CHIPS, 
POTATO CRISPS, AND CANDIED AND CHOCOLATE 
NUTS; MILK AND MILK PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
YOGURT, FRESH CHEESE, FRESH CREAM, BUTTER 
AND DAIRY PRODUCTS EXCLUDING ICE CREAM, ICE 
MILK AND FROZEN YOGURT (U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR RICE; FLOUR; PASTA; PROCESSED CEREALS; 
CANDY; GRANOLA BASED SNACK BARS; CHEWING 
GUM; PUFFED CORN SNACKS; TORTILLA CHIPS; 
PRETZELS; POPPED POPCORN; CHOCOLATE COATED 
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ICE CREAM SNACKS; GUM BALLS; ICE CREAM; ICE 
MILK; FROZEN YOGURT; COOKIES; BISCUITS; BUBBLE 
GUM; CHOCOLATE BARS; FROZEN CONFECTIONS (U.S. 
CL. 46). 


CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 


FOR SOFT DRINKS; PREPARATIONS FOR MAKING 
SOFT DRINKS; NAMELY, SYRUPS, POWDERS, CRYS- 
TALS AND CONCENTRATES; BEERS; MINERAL, STILL 
AND AERATED WATERS; FRUIT AND VEGETABLE 
DRINKS AND JUICES (U.S. CLS. 45 AND 46). 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR CREDIT CARD SERVICES; INSURANCE UNDER- 
WRITING AGENCY SERVICES; REAL ESTATE AGENCY 
SERVICES; INVESTMENT BROKERAGE SERVICES; 
SAVINGS AND BANKING SERVICES; TRAVELLERS 
CHECK ISSUANCE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


FOR RADIO AND TELEVISION BROADCASTING 
SERVICES; SATELLITE, TELEPHONE, TELEGRAM, 
TELEX AND FACSIMILE COMMUNICATIONS SERV- 
ICES; TELEPHONE COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 104). 


CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 


FOR PACKAGE AND CORRESPONDENCE DELIVERY 
SERVICES BY POST AND MESSENGERS; COURIER 
SERVICES; TRANSPORTATION FOR PASSENGERS AND 
GOODS BY AIR; UTILITY SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF GAS TRANSMISSION (U.S. CL. 105). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR PUBLICATION OF BOOKS, NEWSPAPERS, AND 
MAGAZINES; CONDUCTING ENTERTAINMENT EXHI- 
BITIONS IN THE NATURE OF PARADES; CONDUCTING 
ENTERTAINMENT EXHIBITIONS IN THE NATURE OF 
THEME PARKS; ORGANIZING SPORT COMPETITIONS 
AND GAMES; ORGANIZING CULTURAL EVENTS; EN- 
TERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE OF RADIO 
AND TELEVISION PROGRAMS; MOTION PICTURE 
FILM PRODUCTION SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107). 


SN 74-303,660. SNOWBEAR DEVELOPMENT, INC., LA- 
FAYETTE, IN. FILED 8-13-1992. 


SNOWBEAR FROZEN 
CUSTARD 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FROZEN CUSTARD”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR SANDWICHES, FROZEN CUSTARD, ICE CREAM, 
FROZEN CONFECTIONS, SHAKES, AND FROZEN 
YOGURT (USS. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 3-3-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-3-1992. 
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CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES, RETAIL SHOPS FEA- 
TURING THE SALE OF FROZEN CUSTARD PRODUCTS, 
AND WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORSHIPS FEATURING 
FROZEN CUSTARD PRODUCTS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 3-3-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-3-1992. 


SN 74-314,878. HELLY-HANSEN AS, 


N-1500 MOSS, 
NORWAY, FILED 9-18-1992. 


a D> 


Helly Hansen 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON NORWAY 
APPLICATION NO. 921408, FILED 3-18-1992, REG. NO. 
157864, DATED 7-15-1993, EXPIRES 7-15-2003. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,240,930, 1,308,742 AND 
1,641,085. 

THE LINING IN THE DRAWING IS A FEATURE OF 
THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 


“HELLY HANSEN” IS THE NAME OF A DECEASED 
INDIVIDUAL. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR BUOYANCY AIDS AND BUOYANCY CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, FLOATING SUITS, FLOATING JACKETS, 
FLOATING VESTS, LIFE SAVING VESTS, LIFE SAVING 
SUITS, LIFE JACKETS AND DOG VESTS; ACCESSORIES 
FOR BUOYANCY AIDS AND BUOYANCY CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, SAFETY LINES, SAFETY HARNESS (U.S. CL. 
26). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SUITS, JACKETS, COATS, 
RAINWEAR, ANORAKS, PARKAS, PULLOVERS, 
SWEATERS, VESTS, WAISTCOATS, TROUSERS, SALO- 
PETTE/OVERALLS, SHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, SHORTS, 
GLOVES, MITTENS, SCARVES; FOOTWEAR; NAMELY, 
BOOTS, SHOES AND SLIPPERS; HEADWEAR; NAMELY, 
HOODS, CAPS, HATS; WET SUITS AND DRY SUITS FOR 
WATER SPORTS AND SAILING; WET SUITS FOR 
DIVING AND UNDERWATER SWIMMING (U.S. CLS. 22 
AND 39). 
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SN 74-315,122. JENAER GLASWERK GMBH, O-6900 JENA, 
FED REP GERMANY, FILED 9-17-1992. 


JENA GLASS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,376,947. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GLASS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F). 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 
FOR BABY BOTTLES (U.S. CL. 44). 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR GLASS COOKING, FRYING, BAKING, STORAGE 
AND SERVING VESSELS, GLASS BOWLS, GLASS TUR- 
EENS, GLASS CANNING JARS, DRINKING GLASSES, 
GLASS CUPS, GLASS PITCHERS AND GLASS JUGS (U.S. 
CLS. 2, 13, 30 AND 33). 


SN 74-315,346. BLAIR CORPORATION, 
FILED 9-21-1992. 


WARREN, PA. 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR SKIN CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, LOTIONS, 
CREAMS, OILS, TONER, ASTRINGENT, SOAP, SUN- 
SCREEN; SKIN TREATMENT PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
MASKS, BLEMISH COMPOSITIONS, DEPILATORY; 
CREAM; BATH PRODUCTS; NAMELY, BUBBLE BATH, 
BATH SALTS, BATH OIL, SHOWER GEL; FRAGRANCES; 
NAMELY, PERFUME, COLOGNE AND TOILET WATER; 
TOILETRIES; NAMELY, DEODORANT, ANTI-PERSPIR- 
ANT, SHAMPOOS, CONDITIONER, HAIR GEL, MOUSSE, 
HAIR SPRAY, TALC, HAIR COLORING, TOOTH PASTE 
AND WHITENER; COSMETICS; NAMELY, LIPSTICK, 
NAIL POLISH, MASCARA, EYE SHADOW, POWDER, 
COLORED PENCILS, FOUNDATION (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 
52). 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 
FOR ELECTRIC RAZORS (U.S. CL. 23). 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTROLYSIS MACHINES (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 
44). 
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CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR HAND-HELD ELECTRIC HAIR DRYERS AND 
CURLING IRONS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 44). 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


FOR CARRYING BAGS FOR COSMETICS SOLD 
EMPTY (U.S. CL. 3). 


SN 74-316,322. U.S. SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COM- 
MISSION, WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 6-12-1992. 


EDGARLINK 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE WITH ELEC- 
TRONIC DATA GATHERING, ANALYSIS AND RE- 
TRIEVAL SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1991. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, MANUALS, PAM- 
PHLETS, BROCHURES, MAGAZINES, JOURNALS, 
NEWSLETTERS, LEAFLETS, FLYERS AND BOOKLETS 
FOR USE WITH ELECTRONIC DATA GATHERING, 
ANALYSIS AND RETRIEVAL SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 5-1-1991. 


SN 74-319,572. FRANCE TELECOM (EXPLOITANT 
PUBLIC), 75505 PARIS, CEDEX 15, FRANCE, FILED 
9-30-1992. 


POINTEL 


OWNER OF FRANCE REG. NO. 
8-10-1987, EXPIRES 8-10-1997. 


1422481, DATED 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR CELLULAR PHONES (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


FOR CELLULAR TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION 
SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


SN 74-319,748. TOPPS COMPANY, INC., THE, BROOKLYN, 
NY. FILED 10-5-1992. 


TRASH CAN TROLLS 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR TOYS; NAMELY, DOLLS, STUFFED TOYS AND 
TOY ACTION FIGURES (U.S. CL. 22). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR CONFECTIONERY; NAMELY, CANDY AND 
CHEWING GUM (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-321,301. UL CANADA, INC., TORONTO, CANADA, 
ASSIGNEE OF POPSICLE INDUSTRIES, LTD., BUR- 
LINGTON, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 10-9-1992. 


ECLIPSE 


OWNER OF CANADA REG. NO. TMA395386, DATED 
3-13-1992, EXPIRES 3-13-2007. 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR HANDLE STICKS FOR USE IN FROZEN CONFEC- 
TIONS AND BAGS FOR USE IN MAKING AND DISPENS- 
ING FROZEN CONFECTIONS (U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR FROZEN CONFECTIONERY; CONCENTRATES 
AND FLAVOURINGS FOR MAKING FROZEN CONFEC- 
TIONERY; ICE CREAM; ICE MILK; ICE CREAM SAND- 
WICHES; ICE MILK SANDWICHES; ICE CREAM STICK 
BARS; ICE MILK STICK BARS; ICE MILK BARS (U.S. CL. 
46). 


SN 74-322,140. HANGZHOU WAHAHA NUTRITIOUS 
FOOD FACTORY, HANGZHOU, ZHEJIANG PROV- 
INCE, CHINA, FILED 10-14-1992. 


OWNER OF CHINA REG. NO. 541094, DATED 1-30-1991, 
EXPIRES 1-29-2001. 

OWNER OF CHINA REG. NO. 
12-10-1990, EXPIRES 12-9-2000. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE FOREIGN 
CHARACTERS IN THE MARK IS “SMILING BABY”. 


536309, DATED 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR INFANT FORMULA AND NOURISHING POWDER 
FOR INFANT FORMULA (U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR FOOD STARCH; FLAVORING SYRUPS, ICE 
CREAM, EDIBLE MILK GRUEL; CONFECTIONERY; 
NAMELY, PASTRY AND RICE FLOUR (U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 


FOR NON-ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE; NAMELY, BEER, 
MINERAL WATER, AERATED WATER, FRUIT JUICE, 
FRUIT DRINKS, AND SYRUP FOR MAKING SOFT 
DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 


SN 74-323,291. KID DIMENSION, INC., PAWTUCKET, RI. 
FILED 10-19-1992. 


CHILD DIMENSION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CHILD”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
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CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRONIC PRODUCTS; NAMELY, WALKIE- 
TALKIES, RADIOS, PHONOGRAPH RECORD PLAYERS, 
AUDIO CASSETTE PLAYERS AND RECORDERS (USS. 
CL. 21). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, DRAWING BOOKS, 
COLORING BOOKS, AND PAINT-BY-NUMBER BOOKS, 
AND ACCESSORIES THEREFOR; NAMELY, CRAYONS, 
PAINT SETS, AND PAINT BRUSHES (U.S. CL. 37). 


SN 74-324,504. PIERRE FABRE MEDICAMENT, 92100 
BOULOGNE, FRANCE, FILED 10-20-1992. 


IMAXION 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FRANCE 
APPLICATION NO. 92,418,654, FILED 4-30-1992, REG. NO. 
92/418654, DATED 4-30-1992, EXPIRES 4-30-2002. 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 

FOR COSMETICS; NAMELY, PERFUMES, ESSENTIAL 
OILS FOR PERSONAL USE, MAKEUP, SKIN CREAMS, 
MILKS, GELS, SOLUTIONS AND EMULSIONS, HAIR 
SHAMPOOS, HAIR CONDITIONERS, HAIR STYLING 
PREPARATIONS, DENTIFRICES (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR PHARMACEUTICALS; NAMELY, PREPARA- 
TIONS FOR USE IN SCINTIGRAPHIC IMAGERY; MEDI- 
CATED SHAMPOOS AND HAIR CONDITIONERS; MEDI- 
CATED SKIN SALVES, CREAMS, AND LOTIONS; DIE- 
TETIC FOOD SUPPLEMENTS FOR MEDICALLY RE- 
STRICTED DIETS (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 52). 


SN 74-325,026. EMPIRE TRADING CARD COMPANY, 
CAMBRIDGE, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 10-23-1992. 


HAATS & HOOKS 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR PLAYING CARDS FOR USE IN ASSOCIATION 
WITH CARD GAMES AND PARLOUR GAMES (US. CL. 
22). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR CARD GAMES AND PARLOUR GAMES (U.S. CL. 
22). 


FILED 10-26-1992. 


RAINBOW PLANET 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


SN 74-325,198. VALLEY, JAMES G., GIG HARBOR, WA. 
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CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR MUSICAL SOUND RECORDINGS; PRE-RECORD- 
ED AUDIO AND VIDEO TAPES FEATURING MUSIC; 
PRE-RECORDED COMPACT DISC FEATURING MUSIC; 
MUSICAL SOUND RECORDING (USS. CLS. 21, 26 AND 36). 

FIRST USE 4-20-1986; IN COMMERCE 4-20-1986. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 

FOR EDUCATIONAL BOOKS, 
BOOKS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 
FIRST USE 5-5-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-5-1992. 


PRINTED MUSIC 





SN 74-326,186. CONTROL-O-FAX CORPORATION, 
TERLOO, IA. FILED 10-27-1992 


WA- 


CONTROL-O-FAX 





OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 688,323. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 

FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE FOR 
USE IN RECORDS MAINTENANCE, AND BILLING, AC- 
COUNTS RECEIVABLE, AND INSURANCE CLAIM 
PROCESSING OPERATIONS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1989. 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR RENDERING ASSISTANCE IN THE OPERATION 
OF BUSINESSES; NAMELY, PROVIDING BILLING 
SERVICES AND PROVIDING ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 
SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1970; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1970. 










CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR PROVIDING INSURANCE CLAIMS PROCESSING 
FOR BUSINESSES (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 
FIRST USE 6-0-1972; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1972. 





SN 74-327,481. 
TUNGS-TECHNIK GMBH, D-8611 BAUNACH, FED REP 
GERMANY, FILED 11-2-1992. 


SEBA-DYNATRONIC MESS - UND OR- 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 1181780, 
DATED 10-21-1991, EXPIRES 2-23-2000. 
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CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR MEASURING APPARATUS FOR LOCATION OF 
FAULTS IN ELECTRICAL AND LIGHT CONDUCTING 
CABLES OF TELECOMMUNICATION SYSTEMS AND 
FOR INSTALLATION IN MEASURING CARRIAGES AND 
MOTOR VEHICLES; COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR 
AUTOMATICALLY CARRYING OUT A SEQUENCE OF 
MEASURING STEPS AND CALCULATING OF THE DIS- 
TANCE OF FAILURES OF DEFECTIVE CABLES OR 
LIGHT CONDUCTING CABLES (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR HANDBOOKS, COMPUTER MANUALS AND IN- 
STRUCTION GUIDES PERTAINING TO COMPUTER 
SOFTWARE FOR PROGRAMS FOR AUTOMATICALLY 
CARRYING OUT A SEQUENCE OF MEASURING STEPS 
AND CALCULATING OF THE DISTANCE OF FAILURES 
OF DEFECTIVE CABLES OR LIGHT CONDUCTING 
CABLES (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR REPAIR OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS 
AND MEASURING CARRIAGES (U.S. CL. 103) 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 


FOR MANUFACTURE OF GENERAL PRODUCT LINES 
IN THE FIELD OF TELECOMMUNICATION SYSTEMS 
AND MEASURING CARRIAGES TO THE ORDER AND 
SPECIFICATION OF OTHERS (U.S. CLS. 103 AND 106). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR CONDUCTING CLASSES AND TRAINING SEMI- 
NARS PERTAINING TO THE LOCATION OF FAULTS IN 
ELECTRICAL AND LIGHT CONDUCTING CABLES OF 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS AND CONSULTA- 
TION RELATED THERETO (U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMMING SERVICES FOR 
FAULT LOCATION SOFTWARE; PRODUCT DEVELOP- 
MENT SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF TELECOMMUNI- 
CATION SYSTEMS AND MEASURING CARRIAGES (U.S. 
CL. 100). 


SN 74-328,366. PARKER, RONALD K., NEWPORT, RI. 
FILED 11-3-1992. 


WARRIORS FOR PEACE 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR OPERATING AND PROVIDING RECREATIONAL, 
PARK, MONUMENT, THEATER, MUSEUM AND LI- 
BRARY FACILITIES AND EDUCATIONAL SERVICES IN 
THE NATURE OF COURSES, SEMINARS AND PRO- 
GRAMS IN THE FIELDS OF PROMOTING WORLD 
PEACE AND SEEKING TO ACHIEVE AND TO MAIN- 
TAIN WORLD PEACE (U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR ASSOCIATION SERVICES IN THE NATURE OF A 
FOUNDATION DEVOTED TO WORLD PEACE (US. CL. 
100). 
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SN 74-329,830. SARAMAR CORPORATION, DOVER, DE. 
FILED 11-9-1992. 


PENNANT 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 
FOR SHELF STABLE MEAT PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
CHILI CON QUESO WITH AND WITHOUT BEANS, 
BONED CHICKEN, AND CHICKEN WITH DUMPLINGS 
(U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 11-12-1990; IN COMMERCE 11-12-1990 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR SHELF STABLE MEAT PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
CHILI DOG SAUCE (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 11-12-1990; IN COMMERCE 11-12-1990. 


SN 74-332,233. PRIMEQUEST INTERNATIONAL, INC., 


MONTEREY, CA. FILED 11-16-1992. 


PRIMEQUEST 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 
FOR SKIN CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, CREAMS, LO- 


TIONS AND MOISTURIZING SPRAYS (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 
51). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR DIETARY AND NUTRITIONAL FOOD SUPPLE- 
MENTS CONTAINING HERBS AND HERBAL EXTRACTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR VIDEO AND AUDIO TAPES RELATING TO 
HEALTH AND HEALTH PRODUCTS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 
36). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR BOOKS, BOOKLETS, PAMPHLETS, BROCHURES, 
NEWSLETTERS, AND MAGAZINES RELATING TO 
HEALTH, NUTRITION, WELL-BEING AND SPORTS PER- 
FORMANCE (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES RELATING TO 
HEALTH, NUTRITION, WELL-BEING AND SPORTS PER- 
FORMANCE (U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—-MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR DIRECT RETAIL SALES SERVICES RELATING 
TO FOOD SUPPLEMENTS AND SKIN CARE PRODUCTS; 
COUNSELING SERVICES RELATING TO HEALTH, NU- 
TRITION, WELL-BEING AND SPORTS PERFORMANCE 
(U.S. CL. 101). 
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SN 74-332,509. VOAC HYDRAULICS AB, S-501 10 BORAS, 
SWEDEN, FILED 11-18-1992. 


YONG, 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON SWEDEN 
APPLICATION NO. 92-4706, FILED 5-19-1992, REG. NO. 
245932, DATED 1-22-1993, EXPIRES 1-22-2003 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR MACHINE PARTS; NAMELY, HYDRAULIC 
MOTORS, HYDRAULIC PUMPS, HYDRAULIC VALVES, 
HYDRAULIC CYLINDERS, HYDRAULIC MECHANICAL 
CONTROLS FOR HYDRAULIC SYSTEMS, HYDRAULIC 
REMOTE CONTROLS FOR HYDRAULIC SYSTEMS, AND 
STRUCTURAL PARTS THEREOF (USS. CL. 23). 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRONIC REMOTE CONTROLS FOR HY- 
DRAULIC SYSTEMS, AND STRUCTURAL PARTS 
THEREOF (U.S. CL. 26). 


CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


FOR MOTORS FOR LAND VEHICLES, AND STRUC- 
TURAL PARTS THEREOF (US. CL. 19). 


SN 74-334,469. NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION OF 
AMERICA, WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 11-25-1992. 


CRIMESTRIKE 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING SEMINARS AND WORKSHOPS IN THE FIELD 
OF CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT IN OBTAINING EFFEC- 
TIVE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM AND MEASURES TO 
PROTECT VICTIM'S RIGHTS (U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR PROMOTING THE NEED FOR CITIZEN IN- 
VOLVEMENT IN OBTAINING EFFECTIVE CRIMINAL 
JUSTICE SYSTEMS AND MEASURES TO PROTECT VIC- 
TIMS’ RIGHTS (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-334,672. SPLURGE FOODS, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 11-25-1992. 


SPLURGE 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR YOGURT, DRIED FRUITS AND FRUIT-BASED 
CHIPS (U.S. CL. 46) 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR SALAD DRESSING, CANDY, CHOCOLATE, 
COOKIES, CAKES, BROWNIES, MUFFINS, BREADS, PAS- 
TRIES, CRACKERS, PIZZA, PRETZELS, CORN CHIPS, 
FLOUR- AND GRAIN-BASED CHIPS, POPPED AND 
PROCESSED POPCORN, WHEAT- AND RICE-BASED 


SNACK FOODS, SAUCES, ICE CREAMS AND PASTA 
(U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 
FOR RETAIL FOOD STORES (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-335,288. HOTLICKS FRANCHISE MARKETING, 
INC., PITTSBURGH, PA. FILED 11-20-1992. 


HOTLICKS 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, SWEAT SHIRTS 
AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39) 
FIRST USE 12-1-1984; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1986. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR SALSA, BARBECUE SAUCE AND CORN CHIPS 
(U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 12-1-1984; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1986. 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR FRANCHISING SERVICES; NAMELY, OFFERING 
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE IN THE ESTABLISHMENT 
AND/OR OPERATION OF RESTAURANTS (USS. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 12-1-1984; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1986. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RESTAURANT AND TAKE OUT FOOD SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 12-1-1984; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1986. 


SN 74-335,477. PEPPER PATCH, INC., NASHVILLE, TN. 
FILED 11-30-1992. 


PEPPER PATCH 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PEPPER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR JELLIES AND BUTTERS (USS. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1982; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR CAKES, PASTRY, SAUCES, SPICES, COOKIES, 
CANDY AND BAKERY GOODS (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1992. 
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SN 74-335,710. ING. ERICH ERBER KOMMANDITGE- 


SELLSCHAFT, A-3130 HERZOGENBURG, AUSTRIA, 
FILED 11-30-1992. 


BIOMIN 


OWNER OF AUSTRIA REG. NO 
7-22-1983, EXPIRES 7-22-2003. 


103110, DATED 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR CHEMICAL PRODUCTS USED AS ADDITIVES TO 
ANIMAL FOODSTUFFS (U.S. CL. 6). 


CLASS 31—NATURAL AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS 


FOR FOODSTUFFS FOR ANIMALS (U.S. CLS. 1 AND 
46) 


SN 74-336,657. BON JOUR GROUP, LTD., NEW YORK, NY 
FILED 11-30-1992. 


COLORS BY BON JOUR 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS 
OTHERS 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COLORS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


1,059,349, 1,516,158 AND 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR COSMETICS AND FRAGRANCES; NAMELY, LIP- 
STICK, LIPLINER, EYEBROW PENCIL, BLUSH, MAS- 
CARA, EYE SHADOW, LIQUID MAKE-UP (FOUNDA- 
TION), MAKE-UP POWDER, NAIL POLISH REMOVER, 
EMERY BOARDS, FINGERNAIL GLUE, CUTICLE 
CREAM, FACIAL CREAMS AND MOISTURIZERS, 
BEAUTY MASKS, TOOTHPASTE, MOUTHWASH, DEPIL- 
ATORY CREAMS, LOTIONS AND WAXES, SHAMPOO, 
CONDITIONER, CREME RINSE, HAIR MOUSSE AND 
GELS, HAIR COLORING, HAIR SPRAY, SHAVING 
CREAM, PUMICE STONE FOR SKIN CARE, FRA- 
GRANCES FOR PERSONAL USE, TOILET WATER, 
BODY AND BABY OIL, TOILET SOAP, BATH SALTS, 
COTTON SWABS FOR PERSONAL USE, POTPOURRI, 
SHOE POLISH, ANTIPERSPIRANTS AND DEODORANTS 
FOR PERSONAL USE, EAU DE COLOGNE, PERFUME, 
AND PERFUMED TALCUM POWDER, AND BODY LOO- 
FAHS IMPREGNATED WITH SOAPS AND MOISTURIZ- 
ERS (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


FOR CUTICLE PUSHERS AND MANICURE SETS COM- 
PRISED OF NAIL CLIPPERS, NAIL FILES, CUTICLE 
TRIMMERS, CUTICLE SCISSORS AND CUTICLE PUSH- 
ERS (U.S. CLS. 23 AND 44) 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR OPTICAL AND ELECTRICAL APPARATUS; 
NAMELY, EYEGLASSES, EYEGLASS FRAMES, CHAINS 
FOR EYEGLASSES, EYESHADES, EYEGLASS HOLDERS, 
SPECTACLE CASES, CONTACT LENSES AND CON- 
TACT LENS HOLDERS, TELEPHONES, FACSIMILE MA- 
CHINES, RADIOS, LOUDSPEAKERS, CAMERAS, ELEC- 
TRIC HAIR CURLERS, CURLING IRONS AND SAFETY 
HELMETS (U.S. CLS. 2, 21 AND 26) 
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CLASS 14—JEWELRY 


FOR JEWELRY; NAMELY, BRACELETS, BROOCHES, 
CHAIN MESH, WATCH CHAINS, IVORY CHAINS, 
CHARM CHAINS, CUFFLINKS, MEDALLIONS, PINS, 
EARRINGS, IMITATION GOLD CHAINS, RINGS, NECK- 
LACES, WATCH BANDS, CHARMS, PENDANTS, AND 
TIE PINS; TIE HOLDERS AND PINS NOT OF PRECIOUS 
METAL; DIAMONDS, PEARLS, AND SEMIPRECIOUS 
STONES; ASHTRAYS, BELT BUCKLES, CANDLESTICKS, 
CIGARETTE CASES, CUPS, DISHES, FIGURINES, GOB- 
LETS, NAPKIN HOLDERS, AND NEEDLES, ALL OF 
THE AFOREMENTIONED BEING OF _ PRECIOUS 
METAL; ALARM CLOCKS, CLOCKS AND WATCH 
CASES (U.S. CL. 28). 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


FOR LEATHER AND IMITATION LEATHER GOODS; 
NAMELY, ATTACHE CASES, BACKPACKS, ENVELOPES 
AND POUCHES FOR PACKAGING, BEACH BAGS, 
HANDBAGS, BRIEFCASES, CANES, UMBRELLAS AND 
COVERS, HANDLES, RIBS AND STICKS THEREFOR, 
DOG LEASHES, HANDBAG AND LUGGAGE STRAPS, 
WALLETS, PURSES, SCHOOLBAGS AND BOOK BAGS, 
SHOPPING BAGS, LUGGAGE, TRUNKS FOR TRAVEL, 
WALKING STICKS (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 3). 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR LIGHTED MAKE-UP MIRRORS (U.S. CLS. 32 AND 
50). 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR ACCESSORIES; NAMELY, SHOE TREES, BOT- 
TLES SOLD EMPTY, BOWLS, BROOMS, CLEANING 
BRUSHES, CHINAWARE; NAMELY, PLATES, CUPS, 
SAUCERS AND BOWLS; GLASSWARE; NAMELY, BEV- 
ERAGE GLASSES, CUPS, PLATES AND BOWLS; KITCH- 
EN UTENSILS; NAMELY, COOKING POTS, FRYING 
PANS, AND CONTAINERS NOT OF PRECIOUS METALS, 
NONELECTRIC WHISKS, CAKE MOLDS, CANDLE- 
STICKS NOT OF PRECIOUS METAL; CLEANING 
CLOTHS, HAIR COMBS, CUPS NOT OF PRECIOUS 
METAL, HAIR BRUSHES, DISHES NOT OF PRECIOUS 
METAL, BUTTER DISHES, CORKSCREWS, ICE BUCK- 
ETS, FLOWER POTS, GRATERS, NON-ELECTRIC GRID- 
DLES, IRONING BOARDS, NAIL BRUSHES COTTON 
BALLS AND PRE-MOISTENED TOWELETTES (U.S. CLS. 
2, 29, 30, 33 AND 51). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, DENIM JEANS, WOMEN’S 
JACKETS, VESTS, PANTS, SHIRTS, SKIRTS, JUMPSUITS 
AND DRESSES; MEN’S, LADIES’ AND CHILDREN’S 
GLOVES, MITTENS, KNITTED HATS, SCARVES AND 
LEG WARMERS; MEN’S LADIES’ AND CHILDREN’S 
RAIN SLICKERS AND COORDINATED HATS; MISSY 
AND JUNIOR WOVEN AND KNIT TOPS AND ACTIVE 
WEAR; NAMELY, PANTS, JOGGING SUITS SKIRTS, T- 
SHIRTS, BLOUSES, SHORTS AND CULLOTES; CHIL- 
DREN’S TOPS, SHORTS, PANTS AND OVERALLS; TOD- 
DLERS’ AND GIRLS’ SLEEPWEAR; NAMELY, GOWNS, 
PAJAMAS, FOOTED PAJAMAS, SHORTY PAJAMAS, 
NIGHT SHIRTS, DORM-SHIRTS AND JUMPSUITS; CHIL- 
DREN’S AND LADIES’ PANTIES, BRAS, BIKINI SETS, 
HALF SLIPS, CAMISOLES, TAP PANTS, CAMISOLE 
SETS, BODY SUITS AND THERMAL UNDERWEAR; 
MEN’S AND BOYS’ DRESS SHIRTS, KNITSHIRTS, 
WOVEN SHIRTS, COORDINATED TOPS AND BOTTOMS, 
UNDERSHIRTS, BRIEFS AND SWIMSUITS; MEN’S AND 
LADIES’ BELTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
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CLASS 26—FANCY GOODS 


FOR ARTIFICIAL FLOWERS AND FRUIT, HAIR 
BANDS, HAIR CURLERS, HAIR PINS, SEWING NEE- 
DLES, BLOUSE FASTENERS, BRAID TRIM, BROOCHES 
USED AS FASTENERS FOR CLOTHING, CLOTHING 
BUCKLES, SEWING BOXES, SEWING BASKETS, THIM- 
BLES, CLASPS FOR CLOTHING EYELET FASTENERS, 
PIN CUSHIONS, WIGS, SHOELACES, LACE TRIMS, 
LINEN LACES, FALSE MOUSTACHES, HAIR ORNA- 
MENTS; NAMELY, BARRETTES, BOWS, ELASTIC 
BANDS, COMBS, HAT ORNAMENTS, PINS AND CLIPS; 
SHOE ORNAMENTS; NAMELY, CLIP-ON PINS, FABRIC 
ADHESIVE PATCHES, AND SAFETY PINS (NOT OF 
PRECIOUS METAL) (U.S. CLS. 40, 42 AND 50). 


SN 74-337,670. LEWIS GALOOB TOYS, INC., SOUTH SAN 
FRANCISCO, CA. FILED 12-7-1992. 


GAME GENIE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GAME”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS USED FOR CHANGING 
GAME-PLAY FEATURES ON VIDEO GAMES (USS. CL. 
38). 


FIRST USE 6-4-1990; IN COMMERCE 6-4-1990. 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR VIDEO GAME ENHANCERS (US. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 6-4-1990; IN COMMERCE 6-4-1990. 


SN 74-337,690. ELECTROVERT LTD., DBA FRY-MDD, 


LAPRAIRIE, QUEBEC JSR 2E4, CANADA, FILED 
12-7-1992. 


LMD 2000 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,437,744 AND 1,612,760. 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR METAL FOR USE IN INDUSTRIAL PROCESSES; 
NAMELY, METAL MELT-OUT, LOW MELTING TEM- 
PERATURE METAL ALLOYS AND OTHER TYPES OF 
METAL CORES FOR LOST CORE PROCESSES (U.S. CL. 
13). 

FIRST USE 10-16-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-16-1990. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR PLASTIC INJECTION MOULDING MACHINES 
AND PARTS THEREFOR; METAL CASTING MACHINES; 
CERAMIC MOULDING MACHINES AND PARTS THERE- 
FOR (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 10-16-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-16-1990. 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR INDUCTION HEATING MACHINES FOR USE IN 
THE LIQUID METAL DISPENSING MACHINE INDUS- 
TRY; OIL REMELTING APPARATUS FOR USE IN THE 
LIQUID METAL DISPENSING MACHINE INDUSTRY 
(U.S. CL. 34). 

FIRST USE 10-16-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-16-1990. 
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SN 74-338,037. PUREPAC PHARMACEUTICAL CO., ELIZ- 
ABETH, NJ. FILED 12-8-1992. 


LIQUI-POWDER 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR COSMETIC AND PERSONAL CARE PRODUCTS; 
NAMELY, DEODORANTS, MAKE-UP, SKIN MOISTURIZ- 
ERS, SKIN SOAPS, PERFUMES, LIPSTICKS, BODY LO- 
TIONS, AND SUN SCREEN PREPARATIONS (US. CLS. 51 
AND 52). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR TOPICAL ANALGESICS, TOPICAL PREPARA- 
TIONS FOR MEDICAL USE AND INSECT REPELLENTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-340,323. FURMAN FOODS, INC., NORTHUMBER- 
LAND, PA. FILED 12-15-1992. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FAMILY”, “FARM”, AND “SINCE 1921”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR CANNED AND PROCESSED VEGETABLES AND 
BEANS; SALAD DRESSINGS; AND JUICE CONCEN- 
TRATES; NAMELY, APPLE AND ORANGE JUICE CON- 
CENTRATES (U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR FISH AND MEAT MARINADES; ICE CREAM TOP- 
PINGS; NAMELY, CHOCOLATE, MARSHMALLOW, 
STRAWBERRY, BERRY, PINEAPPLE, BUTTERSCOTCH, 
CARAMEL AND FUDGE; CONDIMENTS; NAMELY, 
RELISH, BARBECUE SAUCE, KETCHUP AND MUS- 
TARD, MAYONNAISE AND GRAVIES (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-340,445. SCOTT-LEVIN ASSOCIATES, INC., NEW- 
TOWN, PA. FILED 12-16-1992. 


RegLine 


er? & ss] ¢ 9 2 @ 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND DATABASES IN 
THE FIELD OF REGULATIONS REGARDING PHARMA- 
CEUTICALS AND HEALTHCARE (U.S. CL. 38) 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR COMPUTER SERVICES; NAMELY, LEASING 
ACCESS TIME TO A DATABASE IN THE FIELD OF 
PHARMACEUTICALS AND HEALTHCARE AND CON- 
DUCTING DATABASE SEARCHES IN THE FIELD OF 
PHARMACEUTICALS AND HEALTHCARE (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 101). 


SN 74-340,667. MICRORIM, INC., BELLEVUE, WA. FILED 
12-16-1992 


DATAPUBLISHER 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE TO TRANS- 


FER DATA FROM ONE DATABASE TO ANOTHER (U.S. 
CL. 38). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAM MANUALS FOR USE TO 
TRANSFER DATA FROM ONE DATABASE TO AN- 
OTHER (U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-340,971. SIGNATURE FOODS, INC., RUTHERFORD, 
NJ. FILED 12-17-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HOME OF THE ORIGINAL”, “BAKERY”, AND 
“GOURMET CINNAMON ROLL”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLORS GREEN AND 
BROWN. 

THE NAME “T.J. CINNAMONS” IN THE MARK DOES 
NOT IDENTIFY A LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 


1,426,955, 1,470,815 AND 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR CINNAMON ROLLS AND OTHER BAKERY 
GOODS FOR CONSUMPTION ON OR OFF THE PREM- 
ISES (U.S. CL. 42). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1983; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1983. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR BAKERY/RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1983; INCOMMERCE 0-0-1983. 


SN 74-341,703. 
HELIER 
12-21-1992. 


TEXTILE INNOVATIONS LIMITED, ST. 
JERSEY, CHANNEL ISLANDS, FILED 


PAVILION 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR CURTAIN RAILS, RODS AND TRACKS; BED 
CANOPY SUPPORT SYSTEM (US. CL. 13). 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


FOR TEXTILE MATERIALS; NAMELY, NON-PLASTIC 
CURTAINS AND HANGING FABRICS FOR USE IN INTE- 
RIOR FURNISHING (U.S. CL. 42). 


SN 74-342,558. SWITCH CARD SERVICES LIMITED, 
LONDON EC2A IAS, ENGLAND, FILED 12-17-1992. 


SWITCH 
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CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR MANUAL PRINTING MACHINES FOR IMPRESS- 
ING, ENBOSSING, MARKING, SEALING, STAMPING, 
LABELLING, AND PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 23). 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRICAL AND/OR ELECTRIC AUTOMATIC 
BANK TELLER MACHINES, TELEPHONE, AND COM- 
PUTER CONTROLLED AUTOMATIC BANK CASH DIS- 
PENSING MACHINES (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR CREDIT CARDS, PRINTED BANK CARDS, 
PRINTED BANK FORMS, STATIONERY, POSTERS, 
PRINTED DOCUMENTS, PAPER SIGNS AND IN HOUSE 
MAGAZINES ABOUT BANKING CREDIT CARD FEA- 
TURES, BANK CHECKS, DEBIT CARDS, DOCUMENT 
FILES, VOUCHER BOOKS, FRANKING AND ADDRESS- 
ING MACHINES (U.S. CLS. 23, 37 AND 38). 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR BANKING SERVICES, MORTGAGE BANKING 
SERVICES, PROVIDING BANK ACCOUNT INFORMA- 
TION BY TELEPHONE, CREDIT CARD SERVICES, 
CREDIT CARD VERIFICATION SERVICES, ELECTRON- 
IC PROCESSING AND TRANSMISSION OF BILL PAY- 
MENT DATA, ELECTRONIC PROCESSING OF INSUR- 
ANCE CLAIMS AND PAYMENT DATA; HOME-EQUITY, 
INSTALLMENT, AND LEASE-PURCHASE LOAN SERV- 
ICES; AND ISSUANCE OF TRAVELERS’ CHECK SERV- 
ICES (U.S. CL. 102). 


SN 74-342,645. INTERLEGO A.G., CH-6340, BAAR, SWIT- 
ZERLAND, FILED 12-23-1992. 


LEGO IMAGINATION 
CENTER 


OWNER OF USS. REG. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CENTER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


NOS. 1,248,936, 1,563,848 AND 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, PRO- 
VIDING EXHIBITIONS OF MODELS OF TOY BUILDING 
ELEMENTS (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RETAIL TOY STORE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


SN 74-342,761. ONCOR, 
FILED 12-23-1992. 


CURAMED 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR DIAGNOSTIC PREPARATIONS OR REAGENTS 
FOR SCIENTIFIC OR RESEARCH USE (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 
18). 


INC., GAITHERSBURG, MD. 
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CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 

FOR DIAGNOSTIC PREPARATIONS OR REAGENTS 
FOR CLINICAL OR MEDICAL LABORATORY USE; 
PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARATIONS UTILIZING NU- 
CLEIC ACIDS FOR THE TREATMENT OF MOLECULAR 
DISEASE INCLUDING CANCER (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-345,661. MEDIC ALERT FOUNDATION INTERNA- 
TIONAL, TURLOCK, CA. FILED 1-5-1993. 


LARRY THE LERT 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR VIDEO TAPES IN THE FIELD OF MEDICAL 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS (U.S. CL. 21). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 

FOR PAMPHLETS, BROCHURES, NEWSLETTERS, 
MAGAZINES AND POSTERS IN THE FIELD OF MEDI- 
CAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING WORKSHOPS AND CONFERENCES ON MED- 
ICAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-345,721. MEDIC ALERT FOUNDATION INTERNA- 
TIONAL, TURLOCK, CA. FILED 1-5-1993. 


RUSS THE RESCUE DOG 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR VIDEO TAPES IN THE FIELD OF MEDICAL 
EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS (U.S. CL. 21). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 

FOR PAMPHLETS, BROCHURES, NEWSLETTERS, 
MAGAZINES AND POSTERS IN THE FIELD OF MEDI- 
CAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING WORKSHOPS AND CONFERENCES ON MED- 
ICAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS (U.S. CL. 107). 
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SN 74-348,476. EDUSOFT LTD., TEL AVIV, 


ISRAEL, 
FILED 1-14-1993. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN THE FIELD 
OF EDUCATION; NAMELY, MATHEMATICS, LAN- 
GUAGES, SCIENCE, ENGINEERING, ELECTRICITY, 
ELECTRONICS, EARLY CHILDHOOD LEARNING, SPE- 
CIAL EDUCATION LEARNING SYSTEMS, ENGLISH AS 
A SECOND LANGUAGE, ENGLISH AS A FOREIGN 
LANGUAGE, AND COMBINED ENGLISH/ARITHMETIC 
REMEDIAL EDUCATION, RECORDED ON ALL FORMS 
OF COMPUTER MEDIA; BLANK COMPUTER TAPES, 
DISKS AND CHIPS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 6-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1992. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR COMPUTER TECHNICAL USER AND INSTRUC- 
TION MANUALS AND PRINTED MATERIALS; 
NAMELY, PAMPHLETS AND BOOKLETS FOR USE IN 
THE FIELD OF EDUCATION; NAMELY, MATHEMAT- 
ICS, LANGUAGES, SCIENCE, ENGINEERING, ELEC- 
TRICITY, ELECTRONICS, EARLY CHILDHOOD LEARN- 
ING, SPECIAL EDUCATION LEARNING SYSTEMS, ENG- 
LISH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE, ENGLISH AS A FOR- 
EIGN LANGUAGE, AND COMBINED ENGLISH/ARITH- 
METIC REMEDIAL EDUCATION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 6-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1992. 
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SN 74-349,643. INTERSPORT LIMITED, STERLING, VA 
FILED 1-19-1993. 


i 


SASS, 
dq < ay =, 
Size 


ONO ANE 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD “MON- 
DIALE” IN THE MARK IS “WORLD WIDE”. 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR SPORTS AND LEISURE WEAR; NAMELY, 
SHORTS, PANTS, SHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, JERSEYS, SPORTS 
UNIFORMS, SOCKS, GLOVES, CAPS, HATS AND HEAD- 
WEAR, JACKETS, SWEATERS, SWEATSHIRTS, BATH 
AND BEACH ROBES, PULLOVERS, WARM-UP SUITS, 
RAINWEAR, WRISTBANDS, HEADBANDS, SWIMWEAR, 
SKI SUITS, JUMPSUITS, TENNIS WEAR; GOLF WEAR; 
NAMELY, GOLF SHIRTS, AND GOLF SHOES; GYM 
WEAR; NAMELY, GYM SHORTS AND GYM SUITS; AND 
FOOTWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR SPORTING GOODS; NAMELY, SOCCER BALLS, 
FOOTBALLS, RUGBY BALLS, SQUASH BALLS, RAC- 
QUETBALL BALLS; PROTECTIVE WEAR FOR SPORTS; 
NAMELY, ELBOW PADS, SHIN GUARDS AND LEG 
GUARDS; SOCCER EQUIPMENT BAGS, RUGBY EQUIP- 
MENT BAGS, FOOTBALL EQUIPMENT BAGS, BASKET- 
BALL EQUIPMENT BAGS, GOLF CLUBS, GOLF CLUB 
BAGS, GOLF GLOVES, LACROSSE STICKS, FIELD 
HOCKEY STICKS, HOCKEY STICKS, POLO STICKS AND 
MALLETS, BASEBALL BATS, BASEBALL GLOVES, 
CRICKET BATS; SPORTS HELMETS; NAMELY, SOCCER 
HELMETS AND WRESTLING HELMETS; RACKETS FOR 
TENNIS, SQUASH, AND SHUTTLECOCK; ICE SKATES 
AND ROLLERSKATES, SKIS AND SKI POLES, RACKET 
COVERS FOR TENNIS, SQUASH AND SHUTTLECOCK 
RACKETS; HAND PADDLES FOR PADDLE TENNIS, 
KICKBOARD FLOTATION DEVICES FOR RECRE- 
ATIONAL USE AND SURF BOARDS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-350,727. E.F. JOHNSON COMPANY, BURNSVILLE, 
MN. FILED 1-21-1993. 


EF JOHNSON 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 966,416, 1,419,017 AND 
1,757,573. 

THE MARK DOES NOT IDENTIFY A PARTICULAR 
LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 
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CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR TWO-WAY LAND MOBILE COMMUNICATION 
PRODUCTS; NAMELY, PORTABLE, MOBILE AND BASE 
STATION AM AND FM RADIO TRANSMITTERS, RE- 
CEIVERS, TRANSCEIVERS, REPEATERS, NETWORK- 
ING LINKS, REMOTE CONTROLS, MICROPHONES, 
SPEAKERS, PHONE PATCHES, RADIO FREQUENCY 
SOLID DIELECTRIC AIR VARIABLE AND TRIMMER 
CAPACITORS, INDUCERS, RADIO FREQUENCY CRYS- 
TALS, CONNECTORS AND RELATED HARDWARE (U.S. 
CL. 21). 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


FOR MOBILE RADIO COMMUNICATION SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 104). 


SN 74-350,732. E.F. JOHNSON COMPANY, BURNSVILLE, 
MN. FILED 1-21-1993. 


PY EFJohnson 


OWNER OF USS. REG. NOS. 966,416 AND 1,419,017. 

THE MARK DOES NOT IDENTIFY A PARTICULAR 
LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 

THE NAME “EFJOHNSON” IN THE MARK CONSISTS 
IN PART OF A STYLIZED REPRESENTATION OF A VI- 
KING'S HEAD. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR TWO WAY LAND MOBILE COMMUNICATION 
PRODUCTS; NAMELY, PORTABLE, MOBILE AND BASE 
STATION AM AND FM RADIO TRANSMITTERS, RE- 
CEIVERS, TRANSCEIVERS, REPEATERS, NETWORK- 
ING LINKS, REMOTE CONTROLS, MICROPHONES, 
SPEAKERS, PHONE PATCHES, RADIO FREQUENCY 
SOLID DIELECTRIC AIR VARIABLE AND TRIMMER 
CAPACITORS, INDUCERS, RADIO FREQUENCY CRYS- 
TALS, CONNECTORS AND RELATED HARDWARE (US. 
CL. 21). 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


FOR MOBILE RADIO COMMUNICATION SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 104). 


SN 74-351,015. MERRILL LYNCH & CO., 
YORK, NY. FILED 1-22-1993. 


PORTFOLIO PAGER 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR FINANCIAL SERVICES; NAMELY, PORTFOLIO 
MANAGEMENT SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 


INC., NEW 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


FOR PAGING SERVICES THROUGH AN 
TIVE TELEPHONE SYSTEM (U.S. CL. 104). 


INTERAC- 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


T™< 29 


SN 74-351,967. SUNLAND CO., LTD., SENNAN CITY, 
OSAKA, JAPAN, FILED 1-25-1993. 


SUNLAND 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


FOR TOWELS; NAMELY, BATH TOWELS, FACE 
TOWELS AND HAND TOWELS, AND HANDKERCHIEFS 
(U.S. CL. 42). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CASUAL WEAR; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, POLO 
SHIRTS AND SWEATSUITS, AND SOCKS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-353,159. IMPACT PLASTICS ADVERTISING INC., 
MAYNARD, MN. FILED 1-22-1993. 


FWINKLERS 


THE MARK COMPRISES THE WORD “TWINKLERS” 
AND THREE STARBURST DESIGNS. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRIC OR LUMINOUS SIGNS (U:S. CLS. 21 
AND 50). 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR PLASTIC OR WOOD SIGN BOARDS AND LAWN 
SIGNS (U.S. CL. 50). 


SN 74-353,278. IL FORNAIO (AMERICA) CORPORATION, 
DBA IL FORNAIO, SAN FRANCISCO, CA. FILED 
1-28-1993. 


HM CSornaio 


OWNER OF USS. REG. 
OTHERS. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE TERM 
FORNAIO” IS “THE BAKER”. 


NOS. 1,234,608, 1,637,951 AND 


“IL 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR OLIVE OIL (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 12-16-1989; IN COMMERCE 12-20-1989. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR VINEGAR, PASTA, RICE, COFFEE, BREAD, 
BREAD STICKS, BAKERY GOODS; NAMELY, COOKIES, 
BISCOTTI AND MUFFINS (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 11-30-1988; IN COMMERCE 11-1-1991. 
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CLASS 33—WINES AND SPIRITS 
FOR WINE (U.S. CL. 47). 
FIRST USE 12-15-1991; INCOMMERCE 12-15-1991. 


SN 74-354,065. NORWESCO, 
FILED 2-1-1993. 


INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED “NW”. 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR VALVES, COUPLERS, ADAPTERS, NIPPLES AND 
LINE STRAINERS ALL MADE OF METAL (USS. CL. 13). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1985. 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR POLYETHELYNE CONTAINERS; NAMELY, 
SEPTIC TANKS, WATER STORAGE TANKS, WATER 
AND WASTE MANAGEMENT TANKS, CISTERNS, AND 
PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 13). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1973. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR CONTAINERS AND BASINS, NOT OF METAL, 
FOR WATER, LIQUID FERTILIZERS, LIQUID PESTI- 
CIDES, LIQUID HERBICIDES, LIQUID INSECTICIDES, 
LIQUID FUNGICIDES AND PARTS THEREFOR; NON- 
METAL VALVES, COUPLERS, ADAPTERS, NIPPLES 
AND LINE STRAINERS ALL DESIGNED FOR AGRICUL- 
TURAL AND INDUSTRIAL APPLICATIONS; NON- 
METAL BULK-HEAD FITTINGS, BOLTED FITTINGS 
AND LIDS FOR CONTAINERS AND BASINS NOT OF 
METAL (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 13). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1973. 


SN 74-354,066. NORWESCO, 
FILED 2-1-1993. 


INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN. 


NORWESCO 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR VALVES, COUPLERS, ADAPTERS, NIPPLES AND 
LINE STRAINERS ALL MADE OF METAL (USS. CL. 13). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1985. 
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CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR POLYETHELYNE CONTAINERS; NAMELY, 
SEPTIC TANKS, WATER STORAGE TANKS, WATER 
AND WASTE MANAGEMENT TANKS, CISTERNS, AND 
PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 13). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1973. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR CONTAINERS AND BASINS, NOT OF METAL, 
FOR WATER, LIQUID FERTILIZERS, LIQUID PESTI- 
CIDES, LIQUID HERBICIDES, LIQUID INSECTICIDES, 
LIQUID FUNGICIDES AND PARTS THEREFOR; NON- 
METAL VALVES, COUPLERS, ADAPTERS, NIPPLES 
AND LINE STRAINERS ALL DESIGNED FOR AGRICUL- 
TURAL AND INDUSTRIAL APPLICATIONS; NON- 
METAL BULK-HEAD FITTINGS, BOLTED FITTINGS 
AND LIDS FOR CONTAINERS AND BASINS NOT OF 
METAL (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 13). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1972; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1972. 


SN 74-354,193. RISK MANAGEMENT CONSULTANTS, 
INC., PAYNESVILLE, MN. FILED 2-1-1993. 


"PowerLift" Program 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PROGRAM”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 

FOR VIDEO CASSETTES IN THE FIELD OF WORK 
PLACE SAFETY, LIFTING AND ERGONOMICS (U.S. CL. 
21). 

FIRST USE 12-15-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-15-1992. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 

FOR EXERCISE MANUALS, PRINTED EDUCATIONAL 
MATERIAL AND TRAINING MANUALS IN THE FIELD 
OF WORK PLACE SAFETY, LIFTING AND ERGONO- 
MICS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 12-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-15-1992. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING EXERCISE CLASSES (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 12-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-15-1992. 
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SN 74-355,783. TAKARA-BELMONT USA, 
YORK, NY. FILED 2-5-1993. 


INC., NEW 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,423,615. 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 


FOR DENTAL EXAMINATION LIGHTS, DENTAL EX- 
AMINATION CHAIRS AND STOOLS, MEDICAL X-RAY 
MACHINES (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1957; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1957. 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR STATIONARY HAIR DRYING MACHINES FOR 
COMMERCIAL USE, HAND-HELD ELECTRIC HAIR 
DRYERS, AND FACIAL STEAMERS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 
34). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1957; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1957. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR BEAUTY PARLOR EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, STYL- 
ING STATIONS IN THE NATURE OF COUNTERS AND 
CABINETS, MANICURE TABLES AND CHAIRS, SHAM- 
POO CHAIRS, FACIAL CHAIRS, STOOLS, HYDRAULIC 
CHAIRS; BARBER-MEN’S HAIRSTYLING EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, BARBER CHAIRS, BARBERBACK CHAIRS; 
DENTAL EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, DENTAL CABINETS 
(U.S. CL. 32). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1957; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1957. 
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SN 74-356,612. YOUNG'S TEA 
HEIGHTS, CA. FILED 2-8-1993. 


Be 


INC., HACIENDA 


G 


FROM LEFT TO RIGHT, THE TRANSLITERATION OF 
THE APPLIED-FOR MARK IS “YOUNG”, “SHENG”, AND 
“Jt". THE MARK COMPRISES THE CHINESE CHARAC- 
TERS WHOSE ENGLISH TRANSLATION MEANS “TO 
RISE”, “LIFE”, AND “TO RECORD”. 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR DRIED SHELLFISH (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 

FOR TEA, COFFEE, PROCESSED GINSENG FOR 
FOOD PURPOSES AND PROCESSED CHINESE HERBS 
(U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


SN 74-358,740. KOBS, ELMAR, W-8944 GRONENBACH, 
FED REP GERMANY, FILED 2-12-1993. 


UIELAGO 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. K60207/3WZ, FILED 
8-19-1992, REG. NO. 2028792, DATED 1-26-1993, EXPIRES 
8-19-2002 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR SKIN SOAPS, PERFUMES, TOILET WATERS, ES- 
SENTIAL OILS FOR PERSONAL USE, SKIN AND 
BEAUTY CARE AGENTS; NAMELY, POWDER, COLD 
CREAM, HAIR LOTIONS, TOOTHPASTES, PERSONAL 
DEODORANTS, BATH SALTS/OILS AND BUBBLE 
BATHS, SKIN CREAMS, DAY AND NIGHT CREAMS, 
LIPSTICKS, NAIL POLISH, NAIL POLISH REMOVERS, 
FALSE NAILS, FALSE EYELASHES, AND SHAVING LO- 
TIONS AND SOAPS (U.S. CLS. 40, 51 AND 52). 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


FOR CUTLERY; NAMELY, FORKS, SPOONS AND 
KNIVES MADE OF PRECIOUS AND NON-PRECIOUS 
METALS; CUTTING AND STABBING WEAPONS; 
NAMELY, SPORT KNIVES AND SWORDS; ELECTRICAL 
AND NON-ELECTRIC RAZORS; HAND-OPERATED 
HAIR SHEARS AND CLIPPERS AND NAIL CLIPPERS 
(U.S. CL. 23). 





T™ 32 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR EQUIPMENT FOR RECORDING, TRANSMITTING 
AND REPRODUCING SOUND AND PICTURES; 
NAMELY, COMPACT DISC PLAYERS, TELEVISIONS, 
RADIOS, TWO-WAY RADIOS AND TELEPHONES; COM- 
PACT DISCS, BLANK MAGNETIC TAPES AND DISCS, 
PRERECORDED MAGNETIC TAPES AND DISCS FEA- 
TURING MUSIC, MOVIES, TECHNICAL INFORMATION; 
COMPUTER HARDWARE, INPUT AND OUTPUT EQUIP- 
MENT FOR COMPUTERS; NAMELY, COMPUTER 
CABLES, KEYBOARDS, JOY STICKS, PRINTERS, MONI- 
TORS; ELECTRIC HAIR CURLING TONGS; AND SUN- 
GLASSES (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


FOR CARS, VANS, MOTORCYCLES, MOTORIZED 
GOLF CARTS AND CAR PARTS AND ACCESSORIES; 
NAMELY, LUGGAGE RACKS, SKI RACKS, HEADRESTS, 
SNOW CHAINS, SPOILERS, SAFETY BELTS, AND 
CHILD SAFETY SEATS (U.S. CL. 19). 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


FOR SUITCASES AND HAND LUGGAGE, UMBREL- 
LAS, WALKING STICKS, WHIPS, HORSE HARNESSES 
AND SADDLERY, HANDBAGS, BRIEFCASES, SHOP- 
PING BAGS MADE FROM PLASTIC, LEATHER, MESH 
AND/OR TEXTILES, VANITY CASES SOLD EMPTY, 
WALLETS, PURSES, AND TOILETRY CASES SOLD 
EMPTY (U.S. CLS. 2, 3 AND 41). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR MEN’S AND WOMEN’S OUTER CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, BLOUSES, COATS AND JACKETS, SHOES, 
HATS, CAPS, SCARVES, FUR COATS, FUR JACKETS, 
MEN’S AND WOMEN’S UNDERWEAR, STOCKINGS, 
SOCKS, SPORTSWEAR; NAMELY, PANTS AND SWEAT- 
SHIRTS, AND ATLETHIC SHOES (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR SKIS, SKI BINDINGS, SKI POKES, TENNIS RAC- 
QUETS, GOLF CLUBS, GOLF BAGS (U.S. CL. 22). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR CAKES AND PASTRIES, COFFEE, TEA (U.S. CL. 
48). 


CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 


FOR MINERAL WATERS, CARBONATED WATERS, 
FRUIT DRINKS AND JUICES, CONCENTRATES, SYRUPS 
AND ESSENCES FOR MAKING SOFT DRINKS AND 
HOPS AND ESSENCES FOR MAKING BEER (U.S. CL. 45). 


CLASS 33—WINES AND SPIRITS 


FOR WINES, DISTILLED SPIRITS MADE FROM CORN, 
RICE, FRUIT LIQUEURS, PREPARED ALCOHOLIC AND 
WINE COCKTAILS, AND WINE-BASED DRINKS (U.S. 
CLS. 47 AND 49). 


CLASS 34—SMOKERS’ ARTICLES 


FOR CIGARS, CIGARILLOS, CIGARETTES, SMOKING 
TOBACCO (U.S. CL. 17). 
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SN 74-359,642. HALLDEN SHEAR SERVICES OF AMER- 
ICA, INC., THOMASTON, CT. FILED 2-16-1993. 


HALLDEN 
America 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SHEARS” AND “AMERICA”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 

FOR MACHINES FOR CUTTING METAL STOCK IN 
MOTION (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 6-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1992. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 
FOR REPAIR AND RECONDITIONING OF MACHINES 
FOR CUTTING METAL STOCK IN MOTION (USS. CL. 
103). 
FIRST USE 6-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1992. 


SN 74-359,694. HIGH OCTANE PRODUCTIONS, 
LAGUNA BEACH, CA. FILED 2-8-1993. 


SUPERBIKE 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR MOTION PICTURE FILMS AND PRERECORDED 
VIDEO CASSETTES RELATING TO A WHOLESOME 
FANTASY STORY ABOUT AN EXTRAORDINARY BOY, 
HIS BIKE, AND THEIR ADVENTURES (USS. CL. 38). 


INC., 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR PAPER AND CARDBOARD GOODS; NAMELY, 
POSTERS, AND PRINTED MATTER; NAMELY, BOOKS 
RELATING TO A WHOLESOME FAMILY STORY ABOUT 
AN EXTRAORDINARY BOY, HIS BIKE, AND THEIR AD- 
VENTURES AND PHOTOGRAPHS AND STATIONERY 
RELATED TO A WHOLESOME FANTASY STORY 
ABOUT AN EXTRAORDINARY BOY, HIS BIKE, AND 
THEIR ADVENTURES (US. CLS. 37 AND 38). 


SN 74-360,582. DANGER RECORDS, INC., BRAINTREE, 
MA. FILED 2-22-1993. 


DANGER RECORDS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RECORDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 


FOR CUSTOM MANUFACTURING SERVICES; 
NAMELY, CUSTOM MANUFACTURE OF RECORDED 
MUSICAL AND VOCAL PERFORMANCES (U.S. CLS. 103 
AND 106). 
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CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR DISTRIBUTORSHIP SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 


RECORDED MUSICAL AND VOCAL PERFORMANCES 
(U.S. CL. 101) 


SN 74-362,900. CENTER CIRCLE CORPORATION, NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 3-1-1993. 


CNET THE COMPUTER 
NETWORK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THE COMPUTER NETWORK”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


FOR PROVIDING CABLE TELEVISION TRANSMIS- 
SION AND BROADCASTING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR PROVIDING CABLE TELEVISION PROGRAM- 
MING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-363,281. TENSON AB, 405 03 GOTHENBURG, 


SWEDEN, FILED 2-24-1993. 


AIRPUSH 


OWNER OF SWEDEN REG. NO. 
5-30-1986, EXPIRES 5-30-1996. 


201411, DATED 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


FOR FABRICS USED FOR CLOTHING SOLD BY THE 
PIECE (U.S. CL. 42). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR ARTICLES OF CLOTHING; NAMELY, SUITS, 
BLAZERS, COATS, JACKETS, WINDJACKETS, WIND- 
SHIRTS, WIND-TROUSERS, WIND-OVERALLS, TROU- 
SERS, SLACKS, SHORTS, BREECHES, KNICKERS, 
SOCKS, STOCKINGS, SHIRTS, PARKAS, SKI JACKETS, 
ANORAKS, WAISTCOATS, SKI PANTS, WARM UP 
PANTS; SKI ENSEMBLES COMPRISING ANY COMBINA- 
TION OF JACKETS, PARKAS, SKI PANTS; SWIMMING 
TRUNKS, SWIMMING COSTUMES, BIKINIS, BEACH 
TOPS, T-SHIRTS, TANK TOPS, AND BEACH JACKETS, 
HEADWEAR, FOOTWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-364,626. CARPET CO-OP OF AMERICA ASSOCIA- 
TION, ST. LOUIS, MO. FILED 3-4-1993. 


THE DIFFERENCE IS OUR 
GUARANTEE COAST TO 
COAST 


CLASS 27—FLOOR COVERINGS 


FOR CARPET (US. CL. 42). 
FIRST USE 8-4-1983; INCOMMERCE 8-4-1983. 
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CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
CARPETS AND FLOOR COVERINGS (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 8-4-1983; IN COMMERCE 8-4-1983. 


SN 74-370,439. POLLAK LEVITT CHAIET, INC., ATLAN- 
TA, GA. FILED 3-22-1993. 


NATIVE INTELLIGENCE 
TOURS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TOURS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIF!C 
APPARATUS 


FOR PRERECORDED AUDIO TAPES FEATURING 
SELF-GUIDED TOURS OF TOURIST DESTINATIONS 
(U.S. CL. 36). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR BOOKS FEATURING SELF-GUIDED TOURS OF 
TOURIST DESTINATIONS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-371,795. STIFTELSEN STOCKHOLM WATER 
FOUNDATION, SKEPPSHOLMEN S-lI11 49 STOCK- 
HOLM, SWEDEN, FILED 3-26-1993. 


H20OPE 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR COSMETICS; NAMELY, BODY LOTION, MOIS- 
TURIZER, BATH OIL, EYE AND FACIAL MAKE-UP, 
BATH SOAP, FACE SOAP, TOILET SOAP AND HAIR 
SHAMPOO (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR PAPER MATERIALS; NAMELY, PAPER BAGS, 
STATIONERY, ENVELOPES, NOTE PADS, TOILET 
PAPER, AND PAPER TOWELS (US. CLS. 2 AND 37). 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


FOR CLOTH, CANVAS, NYLON, ALL PURPOSE TOTE, 
TRAVEL AND ATHLETIC BAGS (U.S. CL. 3). 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR BEVERAGE GLASSWARE AND DISHES (US. 
CLS. 2, 30 AND 33). 


CLASS 22—CORDAGE AND FIBERS 
FOR STRING (U.S. CL. 7). 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


FOR FABRICS; NAMELY, COTTON, WOOL, POLYES- 
TER, AND NYLON (US. CL. 42). 
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CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, 
JACKETS, HATS, JEANS, JEAN SHIRTS, SHIRTS, NECK 
TIES, BATHING SUITS (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 


FOR MINERAL AND SPRING WATERS, FRUIT 
DRINKS, CARBONATED SOFT DRINKS, CARBONATED 
WATER, AND BEER (U.S. CL. 45). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING CONFERENCES AND WORKSHOPS AND 
SEMINARS ABOUT THE BENEFITS AND NECESSITY OF 
WATER CONSERVATION AND PRESERVATION AND 
THE PROPER UTILIZATION AND TREATMENT OF 
WATER (U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR PROMOTING THE BENEFITS AND NECESSITY 
OF WATER CONSERVATION AND PRESERVATION 
AND THE PROPER UTILIZATION AND TREATMENT 
OF WATER (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-371,816. UNIVERSAL CITY STUDIOS, INC., UNI- 
VERSAL CITY, CA. AND AMBLIN’ ENTERTAINMENT, 
INC., UNIVERSAL CITY, CA. FILED 3-25-1993. 


THE LINING IN THE DRAWING IS A FEATURE OF 
THE MARK AND DOES NOT REPRESENT COLOR. 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


FOR CHILDREN’S CATCH-ALLS; NAMELY, TOTE 
BAGS AND ALL PURPOSE SPORTS BAGS (US. CL. 3). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR CASES FOR PLAY ACCESSORIES (U.S. CLS. 2 
AND 22). 
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SN 74-372,219. DAVIS, JAY K., TIBURON, CA. FILED 
3-25-1993. 


THE GO-ANYWHERE - MACHINE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE THE DESIGN OF A TOY, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR MOTION PICTURE COMEDY FILMS DIRECTED 
TO CHILDREN (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR TOYS; NAMELY, VEHICLES FOR RIGID AND 
BENDABLE CARTOON CHARACTERS (U.S. CL. 22). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF LIVE COMEDY SHOWS FOR CHILDREN, ON-GOING 
TELEVISION ANIMATED CARTOON PROGRAMS, AND 
THE PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION OF MOTION 
PICTURES (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107). 


SN 74-373,221. TTS TARGET TRAINING SYSTEMS, INC., 
OWANTONNA, MN. FILED 3-30-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TRAINING SYSTEMS, INC.”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 
FOR VIDEO TAPES FEATURING TRAINING _IN- 


STRUCTION FOR AUTOMOTIVE TECHNICIANS (USS. 
CL. 21). 
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CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR TRAINING MANUALS FOR AUTOMOTIVE TECH- 
NICIANS (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR TRAINING SERVICES FOR AUTOMOTIVE TECH- 
NICIANS (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-374,233. TONGYANG NYLON CO., LTD., SEOUL, 
REPUBLIC OF KOREA, FILED 3-30-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,550,202. 
THE FOREIGN CHARACTERS IN THE MARK TRANS- 


LITERATE TO THE MADE-UP WORD “TOPLON” IN 
THE ENGLISH. 


CLASS 22—CORDAGE AND FIBERS 


FOR RAW AND TREATED FIBROUS TEXTILE; PLAS- 
TIC FIBERS FOR TEXTILE USE; TARPAULINS; GENER- 
AL UTILITY BAGS FOR COMMERCIAL USE, MADE OF 
TEXTILE; COMMERCIAL FISHINGNETS; CUSHIONING 
AND STUFFING MADE OF POLYESTER FIBERS FOR 
PACKING PURPOSES; COMMERCIALNETS; ROPES; 
TENTS; TEXTILE SACKS FOR THE TRANSPORTATION 
OR STORAGE OF MATERIALS IN BULK; TEXTILE 
FIBERS; AND NON-METAL BELTS FOR HANDLING 
LOADS (U.S. CLS. 1, 7, 22, 42 AND 50). 


CLASS 23—YARNS AND THREADS 


FOR ELASTIC THREAD AND YARN FOR TEXTILE 
USE, SPUN THREAD AND YARN, THREAD, THREADS 
OF PLASTIC MATERIALS FOR TEXTILE USE, AND 
FILAMENT YARN (U.S. CL. 43). 


SN 74-375,001. NATIONAL BUSINESS SOLUTIONS, INC., 
CLEARWATER, FL. FILED 4-1-1993. 


NATIONAL BUSINESS 
SOLUTIONS, INC. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BUSINESS SOLUTIONS, INC.”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR OPERATION OF A BUSINESS FOR OTHERS; 
NAMELY, PROVIDING PAYROLL AND ACCOUNTING 
SERVICES AND EMPLOYEE SCREENING FOR BUSI- 
NESSES (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 1-10-1992. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 

FOR ADMINISTRATION OF EMPLOYEE BENEFIT 
PLANS FOR OTHERS (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-10-1992. 


SN 74-376,325. BANCO EXTERIOR DE ESPANA, S.A., 
MADRID, SPAIN, FILED 4-5-1993. 


puny 


OWNER OF SPAIN REG. NO. 
2-18-1991, EXPIRES 2-18-2011. 

OWNER OF SPAIN REG. NO. 
5-10-1991, EXPIRES 5-10-2011. 

OWNER OF SPAIN REG. NO. 
12-3-1990, EXPIRES 12-3-2010. 

OWNER OF SPAIN REG. NO. 
2-5-1991, EXPIRES 2-5-2011. 

OWNER OF SPAIN REG. NO. 
3-18-1991, EXPIRES 3-18-2011. 

OWNER OF SPAIN REG. NO. 
2-5-1991, EXPIRES 2-5-2011. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,720,684 AND 1,735,292. 

THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLORS BLUE AND 
GRAY. 


1.559.934, DATED 


1.578.268, DATED 


1.559.931, DATED 


1.578.267, DATED 


1.578.266, DATED 


1.578.265, DATED 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR PAPER; NAMELY, BOND PAPER, TYPEWRITER 
PAPER, TRACING PAPER, PRINTING PAPER, AND ART 
PAPER; CARDBOARD BOXES; NEWSPAPERS FOR GEN- 
ERAL CIRCULATION; MAGAZINES, BOOKS, AND BRO- 
CHURES ALL DEALING WITH ECONOMIC AND FI- 
NANCIAL SUBJECT MATTER; STATIONERY; MOUNT- 
ED OR UNMOUNTED PHOTOGRAPHS; TYPEWRITERS; 
PENCILS; PEN AND PENCIL HOLDERS; BALL-POINT 
PENS; PENS; PLASTIC FILM FOR WRAPPING; INSTRUC- 
TIONAL AND TEACHING BOOKLETS DEALING WITH 
ECONOMIC AND FINANCIAL SUBJECT MATTER; AD- 
HESIVES FOR STATIONERY OR HOUSEHOLD PUR- 
POSES; BOOKBINDINGS (U.S. CLS. 2, 5, 37 AND 38). 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR BUSINESS MANAGEMENT CONSULTING SERV- 
ICES; PREPARATION OF BUSINESS STATISTICS; BOOK- 
KEEPING; ACCOUNTING; AND ACCOUNT AND BUSI- 
NESS AUDITING; COST PRICE ANALYSIS; MARKETING 
RESEARCH AND STUDIES; STOCK EXCHANGE QUO- 
TATIONS; PROVIDING STATISTICAL INFORMATION; 
ADVERTISING AGENCY SERVICES; AND IMPORT AND 
EXPORT AGENCY SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 
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CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR INSURANCE AGENCY SERVICES; FINANCIAL 
MANAGEMENT AND ADVISORY SERVICES; FINAN- 
CIAL CLEARING HOUSE AND BROKERAGE SERVICES; 
ADMINISTRATION OF INVESTMENT TRUSTS FOR 
OTHERS; TRUSTEESHIP REPRESENTATIVES; ISSU- 
ANCE OF TRAVELERS’ CHECKS AND LETTERS OF 
CREDIT; BANKING SERVICES; CAPITAL INVESTMENT 
CONSULTATION; DEBT COLLECTION AND CREDIT 
AGENCY SERVICES; FIDUCIARY SERVICES; FINANC- 
ING, LEASING AND LOAN SERVICES; SAFE DEPOSIT 
BOX SERVICES; REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT (U.S. 
CLS. 101 AND 102). 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


FOR DELIVERY OF MESSAGES BY ELECTRONIC 
AND WAVE TRANSMISSION; AUDIO TELECONFER- 
ENCING SERVICES; RADIO AND TELEVISION BROAD- 
CASTING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR EDUCATIONAL CONSULTING’ SERVICES; 
NAMELY, CONDUCTING CLASSES, SEMINARS, AND 
WORKSHOPS IN THE FIELD OF ECONOMICS AND FI- 
NANCE; EDUCATIONAL AND TEACHING SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF ECONOMIC AND FINANCIAL SUBJECT 
MATTERS; ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE 
NATURE OF MUSICAL GROUPS, TELEVISION SHOWS, 
AND FESTIVALS; PROVIDING FACILITIES FOR REC- 
REATIONAL ACTIVITIES (U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR HOTEL AND RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
100). 


SN 74-376,431. INFORUM, INC., NASHVILLE, TN. FILED 
4-1-1993. 


GEOFORECASTER 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS WHICH PROVIDE 
PLANNING AND MARKETING INFORMATION AND 
DECISION SUPPORT IN CONNECTION WITH THE DE- 
LIVERY OF HEALTH CARE SERVICES BY HOSPITALS, 
OUTPATIENT AND AMBULATORY CARE ORGANIZA- 
TIONS, PHYSICIAN GROUPS AND MANAGED CARE 
COMPANIES (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1991. 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 
FOR INFORMATION SERVICES FOR THE HEALTH 

CARE INDUSTRY - CONSISTING OF MARKET RE- 

SEARCH, APPLYING MODEL METHODOLOGIES FOR 

MARKETING AND BUSINESS PLANNING PURPOSES, 

AND BUSINESS CONSULTING (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 
FIRST USE 1-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1991. 


SN 74-376,454. PAPETTI'S HYGRADE EGG PRODUCTS, 
INC., ELIZABETH, NJ. FILED 4-6-1993. 


HEALTHY SELECT 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 
FOR EGG PRODUCT AND OMELETS (U.S. CL. 46). 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR PREPARED FOODS; NAMELY, FRENCH TOAST, 
PANCAKES, WAFFLES, BURRITOS (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-377,827. SAINT GERMAIN 
SCHAUMBURG, IL. FILED 4-12-1993. 


FOUNDATION, 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 634,398, 
OTHERS. 

THE STIPPLING IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES. 

SEC. 2(F) AS TO “I AM”. 


1,382,229 AND 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR AUDIO AND VIDEO RECORDINGS; NAMELY, 
PHONOGRAPH RECORDS, AUDIO CASSETTE TAPES 
AND VIDEO CASSETTE TAPES FEATURING SPIRITU- 
AL AND RELIGIOUS MUSIC AND THEMES (U.S. CL. 36). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1941; INCOMMERCE 0-0-1941. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, PROVID- 
ING CLASSES AND SEMINARS IN THE FIELD OF RELI- 
GIOUS AND SPIRITUAL MATTERS; AND RELIGIOUS 
PAGEANTS AND CHORAL PERFORMANCES (U.S. CL. 
107). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1936; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1936. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RELIGIOUS AND SPIRITUAL SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
100). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1936; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1936. 


SN 74-378,514. GLOBAL NEW WORLD STRATEGIES, 
INC., WHITE PLAINS, NY. FILED 4-13-1993. 


GLOBAL NEW WORLD 
STRATEGIES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “STRATEGIES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 
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CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR ECONOMIC CONSULTING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
101). 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 
FOR FINANCIAL ADVISORY SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 


SN 74-378,586. GUEST SERVICES, INC., AKA GUEST 
SERVICES, FAIRFAX, VA. FILED 4-14-1993. 


GSE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GUEST SERVICES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED “GS” PLACED 
DIRECTLY TO THE LEFT OF A SOLID, TRUNCATED, 
HORIZONTAL OVAL CONTAINING THE WORDS 
“GUEST SERVICES” REVERSING OUT OF THE SOLID. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR RENTAL OF CABINS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 102). 
FIRST USE 4-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-14-1993. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 
FOR AUTOMOBILE SERVICE STATION SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 103). 
FIRST USE 4-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-14-1993. 


CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 


FOR MARINA SERVICES (U.S. CL. 105). 
FIRST USE 4-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-14-1993. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR OPERATION OF RESORTS PROVIDING SKIING, 
FISHING, TENNIS, BOATING, SWIMMING AND ICE 
SKATING (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 4-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-14-1993. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR HOTEL AND MOTEL SERVICES AND PROVID- 
ING CAMPGROUND FACILITIES; RESTAURANT, CAFE- 
TERIA, SNACK BAR AND VENDING MACHINE SERV- 
ICES; HEALTH CARE INSTITUTIONAL AND NURSING 
HOME CONTRACT FOOD SERVICES; PRIVATE 
SECTOR, GOVERNMENTAL, AND PUBLIC INSTITU- 
TIONAL CONTRACT FOOD SERVICES. INCLUDING 
FOOD SERVICES TO COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES; 
RETAIL STORE SERVICES; NAMELY, GROCERY, CON- 
VENIENCE, AND SOUVENIR STORE SERVICES; 
RETAIL GIFT STORES AND SPECIALTY SHOPS FEA- 
TURING INDIAN AND REGIONAL HAND CRAFTS (U.S. 
CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 4-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-14-1993. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-379,860. DRAGON INTERNATIONAL, INC., EVER- 
ETT, WA. FILED 4-19-1993. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF A DEPICTION OF A 
DRAGON ENCIRCLING THE CHINESE CHARACTERS 
“JU KA”. 

THE CHINESE CHARACTERS IN THE MARK TRANS- 
LITERATE INTO ENGLISH TO APPEAR AS “JU KA”. 
THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “JU KA” IN THE 
MARK IS “CONFUCIANIST”. 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 
FOR MARTIAL ARTS UNIFORMS (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 

FOR PROTECTIVE GEAR FOR MARTIAL ARTS 
TRAINING; NAMELY, RUBBERIZED OR PROTECTIVE 
FOOT, HAND AND HEAD COVERS (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-380,034. PERDARIS, JOHN N., VAN NUYS, CA. AND 
PERDARIS, NICHOLAS J., VAN NUYS, CA. FILED 


SNOWRB DARDS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SNOWBOARDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, SHORTS, JACK- 
ETS, SHIRTS, PANTS, BOOTS, SHOES, GLOVES, BELTS, 
SOCKS, AND HEADWEAR (USS. CL. 39). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR SNOWBOARDS AND SNOWBOARD BINDINGS 
(U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-382,005. MICROBICS CORPORATION, CARLSBAD, 
CA. FILED 4-22-1993. 


MUTATOX 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR PREPARATIONS OF BIOLUMINESCENT MICRO- 
ORGANISMS; CHEMICAL REAGENTS; TEST KITS COM- 
PRISING DILUENTS, OSMOTIC ADJUSTING SOLU- 
TIONS AND BACTERIAL SOLUTIONS, ALL FOR THE 
NON-MEDICAL DETECTION AND MEASUREMENT OF 
TOXICITY IN LIQUIDS AND SOLIDS (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 4-9-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-9-1993. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ANALYTICAL TESTING SYSTEMS; NAMELY, 
ELECTRONIC PHOTOMETRIC ANALYZERS, COMPUT- 
ER SOFTWARE SOLD THEREWITH, AND ACCESSO- 
RIES THEREFOR; NAMELY, CUVETTES, PIPETTES 
AND NON-MEDICAL ASPIRATORS, ALL FOR THE DE- 
TECTION AND MEASUREMENT OF GENOTOXICITY 
AND/OR MUTAGENICITY IN LIQUIDS AND SOLIDS 
(U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 4-9-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-9-1993. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


SN 74-382,806. HAWAIIAN LEGEND INC., HENDERSON, 
NV. FILED 4-12-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HAWAIIAN” AND “MACADAMIA NUTS”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR PROCESSED MACADAMIA NUTS (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 2-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1993. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 
FOR CANDY (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 2-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1993. 


SN 74-383,588. PERMACEL, NEW BRUNSWICK, NJ. 
FILED 4-26-1993. 


PROOF PACK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PACK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 

FOR ELECTRIC CURRENT CONDUCTIVE TAPES (U.S. 
CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 1-2-1972; INCOMMERCE 1-2-1972. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 

FOR HOUSEHOLD AND STATIONERY ADHESIVE 
TAPES (U.S. CL. 5). 

FIRST USE 1-2-1972; IN COMMERCE 1-2-1972. 


CLASS 17—RUBBER GOODS 


FOR ELECTRICAL TAPE, ADHESIVE PACKING TAPE 
FOR SEALING CARTONS FOR INDUSTRIAL AND COM- 
MERCIAL USE, AND ADHESIVE TAPE FOR INDUSTRI- 
AL AND COMMERCIAL USE (USS. CL. 5). 

FIRST USE 1-2-1972; INCOMMERCE 1-2-1972. 
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SN 74-383,675. ACOUSTIGUIDE CORPORATION, NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 4-28-1993. 


INFORM 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR AUDIO RECORDING AND PRODUCTION; 
NAMELY, RECORDING INFORMATIVE LECTURES TO 
BE USED WITH EXHIBITS ON MUSEUMS, ART LIBRAR- 
IES AND HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES 
(U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR ON SITE LEASING OF AUDIO EQUIPMENT TO 
PLAY THE PRERECORDED LECTURES (US. CL. 100). 


SN 74-384,293. GEO. SHEARD FABRICS CANADA LTD., 


COATICOOK, PROVINCE OF QUEBEC, CANADA, 
FILED 4-26-1993. 


/) 
SEM / 


THE DRAWING IS NOT LINED FOR COLOR AND 
COLOR IS NOT CLAIMED AS PART OF THE MARK. 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


FOR UPHOLSTERY FABRICS (U.S. CL. 42). 
FIRST USE 11-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 11-0-1991. 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 


FOR DYEING OF UPHOLSTERY FABRICS (U.S. CL. 
106). 
FIRST USE 11-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 11-0-1991. 


SN 74-387,736. MIRAGE IMAGES, INC., COLUMBIA, SC. 
FILED 5-7-1993. 


MIRAGE IMAGES 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 

FOR CUSTOM MANUFACTURE OF NOVELTY CUPS 
AND MUGS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 11-24-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-24-1992. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 

FOR CUSTOM DESIGN FOR OTHERS OF NOVELTY 
CUPS AND MUGS (U.S. CLS. 103 AND 106). 

FIRST USE 11-24-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-24-1992. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-388,998. OMV AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, 
VIENNA, AUSTRIA, FILED 5-5-1993. 


1091 


TERRACLEAN 


OWNER OF AUSTRIA REG. NO. 
3-10-1992, EXPIRES 3-10-2002. 


140895, DATED 


CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 

FOR TRANSPORTATION OF WASTE AND GARBAGE; 
STORAGE OF GARBAGE OUTDOORS, OUTDOORS COV- 
ERED, IN TENTS AND HALLS (U.S. CL. 105). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RESEARCH AND TESTING, WITH RESPECT TO 
GARBAGE AND WASTE MATERIAL DESTRUCTION 
AND REMOVAL (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-390,562. AUTO-SHADE, 
WOOD, CA. FILED 5-14-1993. 


INC., NORTH HOLLY- 


GOOGLES 


CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


FOR WINDOW GLARE- REDUCING SCREENS FOR 
USE IN LAND, AIR AND MARINE VEHICLES (U.S. CL. 
19). 

FIRST USE 11-2-1992; INCOMMERCE 11-2-1992. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR NON-METAL WINDOW GLARE-REDUCING 
SCREENS FOR BUILDINGS (U.S. CL. 50). 
FIRST USE 11-2-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-2-1992. 


SN 74-392,962. EVALUATION SYSTEMS, INC., LAKESIDE, 
CA. FILED 5-21-1993. 


SMART TRUK 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTERS, COMPUTER PERIPHERALS AND 
COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND INSTRUCTION MANU- 
ALS SOLD AS A UNIT FOR USE IN CONTINUOUSLY 
EVALUATING AND MONITORING AN INDIVIDUAL’S 
MOTOR VEHICLE DRIVING PERFORMANCE AND 
SKILLS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR TESTING EVALUATION SERVICES; NAMELY, 
INTERPRETING AN INDIVIDUAL’S MOTOR VEHICLE 
DRIVING PERFORMANCE AND SKILLS AND COMPUT- 
ER SERVICES; NAMELY, LEASING OF COMPUTER 
HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE USED IN MOTOR VEHI- 
CLE DRIVING PERFORMANCE AND SKILL TESTING 
(U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 
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SN 74-396,068. SCHERPING SYSTEMS, INC., WINSTED, 
MN. FILED 5-28-1993. 


ki 


Schesming Sysicms 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SYSTEMS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR INSTALLATION SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
STAINLESS STEEL FOOD AND PHARMACEUTICAL 
PROCESSING EQUIPMENT AND CONTROLS THERE- 
FOR (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 7-13-1984; IN COMMERCE 7-13-1984. 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 


FOR CUSTOM FABRICATION SERVICES IN THE 
FIELD OF STAINLESS STEEL FOOD AND PHARMA- 
CEUTICAL PROCESSING EQUIPMENT AND CONTROLS 
THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. 103 AND 106). 

FIRST USE 7-13-1984; IN COMMERCE 7-13-1984. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR CUSTOM DESIGN AND ENGINEERING SERV- 
ICES IN THE FIELD OF STAINLESS STEEL FOOD AND 
PHARMACEUTICAL PROCESSING EQUIPMENT AND 
CONTROLS THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 7-13-1984; IN COMMERCE 7-13-1984. 


SN 74-396,069. SCHERPING SYSTEMS, INC., WINSTED, 
MN. FILED 5-28-1993. 


Scherping Systems 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SYSTEMS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR STAINLESS STEEL DOORS, WINDOWS AND 
FRAMES THEREFOR, FLOOR DRAINS, CABINETS, AND 
ENCLOSURES FOR ELECTRICAL WIRING (U.S. CL. 12). 

FIRST USE 7-13-1984; IN COMMERCE 7-13-1984. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR CHEESE MAKING VATS, CHEESE CURD TREAT- 
MENT AND RECOVERY MACHINES, SHELL AND TUBE 
HEAT EXCHANGERS, TANKS, AND FLOW VERTERS, 
ALL FOR USE IN THE FOOD AND DAIRY INDUSTRY 
(U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 7-13-1984; IN COMMERCE 7-13-1984. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


SN 74-396,206. CHATEAU LAND DEVELOPMENT COM- 
PANY, CLINTON TOWNSHIP, MI. FILED 6-1-1993. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT SERVICES; 
NAMELY, OWNERSHIP, LEASING, AND/OR SALE OF 
REAL ESTATE FOR USE AS SINGLE FAMILY HOMES, 
INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS, OFFICE BUILDINGS, APART- 
MENTS, MARINAS, OR MOBILE HOME PARKS (U.S. 
CLS. 101 AND 102). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1966; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1966. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR REAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT SERVICES; 
NAMELY, CONSTRUCTION AND/OR SUPERVISION OF 
CONSTRUCTION OF SUBDIVISIONS OF SINGLE 
FAMILY HOMES, INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS, OFFICE 
BUILDINGS, APARTMENTS, MARINAS, OR MOBILE 
HOMES PARKS (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1966; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1966. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 
FOR PROVIDING MOBILE HOME PARK FACILITIES; 
CHILD DAY CARE CENTERS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 107). 
FIRST USE 12-28-1987; INCOMMERCE 12-28-1987. 


SN 74-397,590. TEJON RANCH COMPANY, LEBEC, CA. 
FILED 6-4-1993. 


TEJON RANCH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
1,683,157. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RANCH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “TEJON” IN THE 
MARK IS “BADGER”. 


1,661,014, 1,671,340 AND 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR REAL ESTATE LEASING SERVICES; NAMELY, 
LEASING FARM SPACE, RESTAURANT SPACE, RETAIL 
SPACE, RETAIL SPACE AND OFFICE SPACE AND 
SHOPPING MALL SPACE (U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 102). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1920; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1920. 
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CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR REAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT SERVICES; 
NAMELY, DEVELOPING AND CONSTRUCTING BUILD- 
INGS FOR OFFICE AND RETAIL SPACE (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1920; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1920. 


SN 74-398,110. IN OFFICE COFFEE SERVICE, INC., SE- 
CAUCUS, NY. FILED 6-7-1993. 


EDEN SPRINGS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SPRINGS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 
FOR BOTTLED SPRING WATER (U.S. CL. 45). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTION OF WATER TO OF- 
FICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-398,268. JOHNSON CONTROLS, INC., MILWAUKEE, 
WI. FILED 6-7-1993. 


SCHOOLMATE 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR INSTALLATION, MAINTENANCE. AND REPAIR 
OF SYSTEMS FOR PROVIDING HEATING, VENTILA- 
TION, AIR CONDITIONING, LIGHTING, SECURITY AND 
FIRE WARNING FOR SINGLE AND MULTIPLE BUILD- 
ING SCHOOL AND LEARNING FACILITIES (U.S. CL. 
103). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR DESIGN SERVICES FOR OTHERS IN THE FIELD 
OF SYSTEMS FOR PROVIDING HEATING, VENTILA- 
TION, AIR CONDITIONING, LIGHTING, SECURITY AND 
FIRE WARNING FOR SINGLE AND MULTIPLE BUILD- 
ING SCHOOL AND LEARNING FACILITIES (U.S. CLS. 
101 AND 102). 


SN 74-398,269. JOHNSON CONTROLS, INC., MILWAUKEE, 
WI. FILED 6-7-1993. 


ENERGIZING THE 
LEARNING ENVIRONMENT 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR INSTALLATION, MAINTENANCE, AND REPAIR 
OF SYSTEMS FOR PROVIDING HEATING, VENTILA- 
TION, AIR CONDITIONING, LIGHTING, SECURITY AND 
FIRE WARNING FOR SINGLE AND MULTIPLE BUILD- 
ING SCHOOL AND LEARNING FACILITIES (U.S. CL. 
103). 
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U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR DESIGN SERVICES FOR OTHERS IN THE FIELD 
OF SYSTEMS FOR PROVIDING HEATING, VENTILA- 
TION, AIR CONDITIONING, LIGHTING, SECURITY AND 
FIRE WARNING FOR SINGLE AND MULTIPLE BUILD- 
ING SCHOOL AND LEARNING FACILITIES (U.S. CLS. 
101 AND 102). 


SN 74-398,508. NEW LEAF DEVELOPMENT, INC., FORT 
LAUDERDALE, FL. FILED 6-7-1993. 


THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLOR GREEN, 
BUT COLOR IS NOT A FEATURE OF THE MARK. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR REAL ESTATE BROKERAGE SERVICES, AP- 
PRAISAL OF REAL-ESTATE FOR RE-FINANCING AND 
INSURANCE PURPOSES, REAL-ESTATE PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT SERVICES AND CONSULTATION RE- 
LATED TO ALL OF THE ABOVE (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 
102). 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR REAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT SERVICES; 
NAMELY, DEVELOPING AND RE-DEVELOPING REAL 
ESTATE PROPERTIES IN AN ENVIRONMENTALLY 
SENSITIVE MANNER (U.S. CLS. 100, 102, 103 AND 106). 


SN 74-399,960. WOOL BUREAU, INCORPORATED, THE, 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-7-1993. 


WOOLMARK 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,229,937. 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR COOPERATIVE ADVERTISING AND MARKET- 
ING SERVICES FOR WOOL PRODUCTS OF OTHERS 
(U.S. CL. 101). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR TECHNICAL TESTING SERVICES RELATING TO 
WOOL PRODUCTS OF OTHERS (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-401,319. NEW MEDIA, 
FILED 6-14-1993. 


INC., WESTPORT, CT. 


TRAILSIDE 
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CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR VIDEOCASSETTES ON THE SUBJECT OF OUT- 
DOOR ACTIVITIES (U.S. CL. 21). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR BOOKS, MAGAZINES, STUDY GUIDES AND PRO- 


GRAM GUIDES ON THE SUBJECT OF OUTDOOR AC- 
TIVITIES (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR TELEVISION PROGRAMS ON THE SUBJECT OF 
OUTDOOR ACTIVITIES (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-401,537. TURING INSTITUTE LIMITED, THE, 
GLASGOW G1 2AD, SCOTLAND, FILED 6-14-1993. 


DIGIST 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN THE FIELD 
OF SCANNING MAPS AND DRAWINGS, AND FOR USE 
IN GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 10-1-1992. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR PRINTED MATTER; NAMELY, INSTALLATION, 
INSTRUCTION AND USER MANUALS FOR USE IN CON- 
NECTION WITH COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN 
THE FIELD OF SCANNING MAPS AND DRAWINGS, 
AND FOR USE IN GEOGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYS- 
TEMS (U.S. CL. 38). 


FIRST USE 10-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1992. 


SN 74-401,752. SIEGEL, DAVID, PALO ALTO, CA. FILED 
6-14-1993. 


GRAPHITE 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR TYPE FONTS RECORDED ON MAGNETIC 
MEDIA (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 38). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR TYPE FONTS (U.S. CL. 14). 
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SN 74-402,049. BEST PRODUCTS CO., INC., RICHMOND, 
VA. FILED 6-11-1993. 


A Touchlof 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CHRISTMAS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR WOOD FIGURINES; WOOD NATIVITY SCENES; 
AND FABRIC FIGURINES (U.S. CL. 50). 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR PORCELAIN FIGURINES (U.S. CLS. 30, 33 AND 
50). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR CHRISTMAS TREE ORNAMENTS, CHRISTMAS 
STOCKINGS AND CHRISTMAS GARLANDS (U.S. CL. 50). 


SN 74-403,319. AFFYMAX TECHNOLOGIES N.V., CURA- 
CAO, NETHERLD ANTILLES, FILED 6-16-1993. 


AFFYCHIP 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


FOR DIAGNOSTIC REAGENTS FOR SCIENTIFIC USE; 
DIAGNOSTIC TEST KITS FOR SCIENTIFIC USE COM- 
PRISED OF REAGENTS, PROCESSING CHEMICALS, 
PATCHES, SLIDES AND SOLID MATRIX MATERIALS 
(U.S. CL. 6) 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR DIAGNOSTIC MEDICAL REAGENTS FOR MEDI- 
CAL USE IN DIAGNOSING INFLAMMATORY, INFEC- 
TIOUS, CENTRAL NERVOUS SYSTEM, CARDIOVASCU- 
LAR, NEUROLOGICAL, ENDOCRINE, AUTOIMMUNE 
AND GENETIC DISEASES AND CANCER; DIAGNOSTIC 
TEST KITS FOR USE IN DIAGNOSING INFLAMMA- 
TORY, INFECTIOUS, CENTRAL NERVOUS SYSTEM, 
CARDIOVASCULAR, NEUROLOGICAL, ENDOCRINE, 
AUTOIMMUNE AND GENETIC DISEASES AND 
CANCER, COMPRISED OF REAGENTS, PROCESSING 
CHEMICALS, SLIDES, PATCHES AND SOLID MATRIX 
MATERIALS; MEDICAL DIAGNOSTIC TEST KITS FOR 
DETECTING PATHOGENS IN THE ENVIRONMENT (U.S. 
CL. 6). 
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CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR LABORATORY EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, AN AP- 
PARATUS FOR SCREENING SAMPLES, DETECTING 
THE PRESENCE OF ANALYTES IN SAMPLES, AND 
IDENTIFYING SAMPLE TYPE, TOGETHER WITH 
MEASURING PATTERNS AND EQUIPMENT FOR 
MAKING AND SCREENING MOLECULAR ARRAYS, 
AND PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 26). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 
FOR OTHERS IN THE FIELDS OF DIAGNOSTIC CHEMI- 
CALS, COMPOUNDS AND DEVICES, MEASURING AP- 
PARATUS FOR USE IN PRODUCT RESEARCH AND DE- 
VELOPMENT, SEPARATION AND _ PURIFICATION 
PROCESSES, ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING PROCESSES 
AND INDUSTRIAL QUALITY CONTROL PROCESSES; 
CHEMICAL SCREENING ANALYSIS AND DIAGNOSTIC 
AND GENETIC MEDICAL TESTING SERVICES FOR 
OTHERS (U.S. CL. 100). 





SN 74-404,541. MEGAPLAY, INC., MADISON, WI. FILED 
6-18-1993. 


MEGAPLAY 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 

FOR GYMNASIUM SERVICES; NAMELY, PROVIDING 
A CHILDREN’S INDOOR PLAYGROUND AND PARTY 


PLACE AND RECREATIONAL PROGRAMS DIRECTED 
TO CHILDREN (U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR DROP OFF DAYCARE SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 107). 





SN 74-406,351. FIELD CONTAINER COMPANY, L-P., 
BELLWOOD, IL. FILED 6-23-1993. 


AVENUE 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 
FOR PAPER AND CARDBOARD GIFT PACKAGING; 


NAMELY, GIFT WRAPPING PAPER, GIFT BAGS, GIFT 
BOXES AND TISSUE (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 37). 


CLASS 26—FANCY GOODS 


FOR RIBBONS AND BOWS FOR GIFT WRAPPING (U.S. 
CL. 37). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-406,451. GEO. A. HORMEL & COMPANY, AUSTIN, 
MN. FILED 6-8-1993. 









CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR PREPARED ENTREES CONSISTING PRIMARILY 
OF MEAT AND/OR POULTRY AND/OR VEGETABLES 
(U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 11-6-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-6-1992. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR PREPARED ENTREES CONSISTING PRIMARILY 
OF PASTA (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 4-3-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-3-1993. 


SN 74-408,303. MEMPHIS PRO FOOTBALL, INC., MEM- 
PHIS, TN. FILED 7-2-1993. 


MEMPHIS RIVERMEN 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MEMPHIS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR POSTERS, CALENDARS, TRADING CARDS, 
BOOKS AND MAGAZINES DEALING WITH PROFES- 
SIONAL FOOTBALL, NOTEPADS, STICKERS, AND 
BUMPER STICKERS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR MEN’S, WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, FLEECE TOPS AND BOTTOMS, CAPS, T- 
SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, SHORTS, TANK TOPS, SWEAT- 
ERS, PANTS, JACKETS, TURTLENECKS, JUMPSUITS, 
JERSEYS, WARM UP SUITS, SWIMWEAR, WINDWEAR, 
PARKAS, SLEEPWEAR; NAMELY, ROBES AND PAJA- 
MAS, GLOVES, SCARVES, APRONS, BOOTS, AND 
SNEAKERS (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR ATHLETIC BAGS SOLD EMPTY, GOLF BAGS, 
BOWLING BALLS, GOLF BALLS, BOWLING BAGS, 
FOOTBALLS, GOLF CLUB COVERS, EXERCISE EQUIP- 
MENT; NAMELY, STATIONERY EXERCISE BICYCLES, 
BAR BELLS AND FREE WEIGHTS AND GOLF CLUBS 
(U.S. CL. 22). 
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CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 
FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, PRO- 


FESSIONAL FOOTBALL GAMES AND EXHIBITIONS 
(U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-408,578. ALANTRA SYSTEMS, INC., PITTSBURGH, 
PA. FILED 6-30-1993. 


ALANTRA 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 
FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR NATURAL LAN- 


GUAGE PROCESSING INCLUDING MACHINE TRANS- 
LATION (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR COMPUTER CONSULTING SERVICES FOR NAT- 
URAL LANGUAGE PROCESSING INCLUDING MA- 
CHINE TRANSLATION (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-408,657. GOLDEN VALLEY MICROWAVE FOODS, 
INC., EDINA, MN. FILED 6-30-1993. 


GET INTO THE ACT 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 


1,323,579, 1,760,753 AND 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 
FOR PREPARED FRENCH FRIES (U.S. CL. 46). 


CLASS 31—NATURAL AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS 


FOR UNPOPPED POPCORN (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-408,719. EASTERN FOODS, INC., ATLANTA, GA. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


EASTERN FOODS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FOODS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 
FOR BUTTERS, OILS, SNACK DIPS, EGG NOG, AND 
MAYONNAISE (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 10-1-1968; INCOMMERCE 10-1-1968. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR SAUCES, SALSA, MARINADE, SYRUP, WAFFLE 
BATTER, SALAD DRESSINGS, QUICHE MIX AND 
ETOUFFE (US. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 10-1-1968; INCOMMERCE 10-1-1968. 
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SN 74-408,980. CHOCK FULL O’NUTS CORP., NEW YORK, 
NY. FILED 7-6-1993. 


YOU’VE GOT THE TASTE 
FOR SOMETHING 
DIFFERENT 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS AND APRONS 
(U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 
FOR COFFEE (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-409,078. SLOCKBOWER, DAVID, PLEASANT- 
VILLE, PA. FILED 7-2-1993. 


CHILD SHIELD, U.S.A. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CHILD” OR “U.S.A.”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR BOOKS, INFORMATIONAL BROCHURES, POST- 
ERS, AND FLYERS ALL DEALING WITH FAMILY SE- 
CURITY AND CHILD SAFETY; CARDBOARD BOXES 
USED FOR MAILING (U.S. CLS. 2, 37 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 11-22-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-22-1992. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR CHILD PROTECTION SERVICES AND CHILD 
IDENTIFICATION SERVICES OFFERED THROUGH THE 
MEDIUM OF PHOTOGRAPHS, VIDEOTAPES, AUDIO 
TAPES AND COMPUTER DISCS (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 11-22-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-22-1992. 


SN 74-409,288. KIRK, BRAD, DBA HANSEN PRODUC- 
TIONS, ROUND ROCK, TX. FILED 7-1-1993. 


SAFE IN THE SACK 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 
FOR CONDOMS (U.S. CL. 44). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 
FOR SHIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-409,622. EASTERN FOODS, INC., ATLANTA, GA. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


EASTERN 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR CHILI CON QUESO (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 10-1-1968; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1968. 
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CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR QUICHE MIX AND SALAD DRESSING (U.S. CL. 
46). 


FIRST USE 10-1-1968; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1968. 


SN 74-410,214. COUNCIL OF FASHION DESIGNERS OF 
AMERICA, INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-7-1993. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR POSTERS (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 
FOR T-SHIRTS, SCARVES (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR ORGANIZING, ARRANGING AND CONDUCTING 
TRADE SHOWS FOR THE FASHION AND APPAREL IN- 
DUSTRY (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-410,215. COUNCIL OF FASHION DESIGNERS OF 
AMERICA, INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-7-1993. 


SEVENTH ON SIXTH 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR POSTERS (U.S. CL. 38). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 
FOR T-SHIRTS, SCARVES (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR ORGANIZING, ARRANGING AND CONDUCTING 
TRADE SHOWS FOR THE FASHION AND APPAREL IN- 
DUSTRY (U.S. CL. 101). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-411,899. URBAN ANGLER LTD., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 7-12-1993. 


NEW YORK - BUENOS AIRES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LTD. NEW YORK BUENOS AIRES”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE COLOR. 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SHIRTS, T-SHIRTS AND 
HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 7-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1989. 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR FISHING EQUIPMENT AND ACCESSORIES; 
NAMELY, FLYBOXES, NETS FOR SPORTSMEN (HAND- 
HELD), RODS AND TACKLE BOXES (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 7-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1989. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR CATALOG SERVICES AND RETAIL SHOPS FEA- 
TURING FISHING-RELATED EQUIPMENT AND CLOTH- 
ING (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1989; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1989. 


SN 74-415,135. WESTERN OILFIELDS SUPPLY COMPA- 
NY, BAKERSFIELD, CA. FILED 7-21-1993. 


WORKSAFE 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 
FOR METAL LIQUID STORAGE TANKS (U.S. CL. 2). 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR NON-METAL LIQUID STORAGE TANKS (U.S. CL. 
2). 


SN 74-415,820. SAN FRANCISCO MUSIC BOX COMPANY, 
THE, SAN FRANCISCO, CA. FILED 7-23-1993. 


VICTORIAN SCRAPBOOK 


CLASS 15—MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS 
FOR MUSICAL BOXES (U.S. CL. 36). 
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CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


FOR FIGURINES MADE OF RESIN (U.S. CL. 50). 


SN 74-419,285. CELMARK INTERNATIONAL, INC., FAIR- 
FIELD, NJ. FILED 8-2-1993. 


DERMA-PURE 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR SKIN CARE COSMETICS FOR ACNE (U.S. CL. 51). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


FOR TOPICAL PREPARATIONS FOR THE TREAT- 
MENT OF ACNE (US. CL. 18). 


SN 74-801,453. HAGEY, THOMAS, TORONTO, ONTARIO, 
MSP 3H3, CANADA, FILED 7-27-1993. 


OINKERS 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR CALENDARS; PAPER WEIGHTS; GREETING 
CARDS; STATIONERY; NAMELY, POSTCARDS AND 
NOTEBOOKS; WRAPPING PAPER; RUBBER STAMPS; 
ADDRESS BOOKS; APPOINTMENT BOOKS; PENCIL 
CASES; UNGRADUATED RULERS; BOOK MARKS; 
WRITING PAPER; ENVELOPES; BINDERS; CLIP 
BOARDS; PRINTED PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, MAGA- 
ZINES, BOOKS AND PERIODICALS RELATING TO 
HUMOR; STORY BOOKS; COLORING BOOKS; COAST- 
ERS OF PAPER; SEASONAL CHRISTMAS AND EASTER 
DECORATIONS OF PAPER; PLAYING CARDS; PAPER 
PATTERNS FOR CANVAS EMBROIDERY; TOILET SEAT 
COVERS OF PAPER; DECORATIVE CRESTS OF PAPER; 
STICKERS; POSTERS; IRON-ON TRANSFERS MADE OF 
PAPER; SERVIETTES MADE OF PAPER; PRINTED 
SIGNS; LUNCH BAGS OF PAPER; PLASTIC BAGS FOR 
PACKING; GARBAGE BAGS; PAPER NAPKINS; BUMPER 
STICKERS; PLACE MATS OF PAPER; AND PAPER 
TATOO PATTERNS (US. CLS. 2, 22, 37 AND 38). 
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CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR COASTERS MADE NEITHER OF PAPER OR 
LINEN; BROOMS; MOPS; DUST PANS; DUSTING RAGS; 
SCRUB BRUSHES; GARBAGE PAILS; WASTE PAPER 
BASKETS; TOOTH BRUSHES; SHAMPOO BOTTLES 
SOLD EMPTY; HAIR BRUSHES AND COMBS; BOTTLE 
OPENERS; SERVING TRAYS; NON-METAL COOKIE 
JARS; PICNIC COOLERS; DRINK COOLERS; SWIZZLE 
STICKS; LUNCH PAILS; THERMAL DRINK CONTAIN- 
ERS; PAPER PLATES; PAPER CUPS; NAPKIN RINGS 
NOT OF PRECIOUS METAL; MUGS; CUPS; TUMBLERS; 
AND SALAD UTENSILS; CHINAWARE; NAMELY, CUPS, 
SAUCERS, PLATES, SERVING PLATES, MUGS, BOWLS, 
AND SERVING BOWLS; DECANTERS; MEASURING 
CUPS; DRINKING GLASSES; BEER STEINS; WINE 
GLASSES; WATER GLASSES; VASES; TUMBLERS; CAN- 
ISTERS; CERAMIC WARE; NAMELY, CUPS, MUGS, 
VASES, PLATES, AND SERVING DISHES; SERVIETTE 
HOLDERS; AND EGG WARMERS; NAMELY, GLASS OR 
CERAMIC ARTICLES WHICH ENCLOSE EGGS TO KEEP 
THEM WARM (U.S. CLS. 2, 29, 30, 33 AND 50). 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


FOR TEXTILE WALL HANGINGS; TOWELS; FACE 
CLOTHS; PILLOW CASES; BED SHEETS; DISH CLOTHS; 
TEXTILE TOILET SEAT COVERS; CLOTH FLAGS; TEX- 
TILE PLACE MATS; NAPKINS; OVEN MITTS; CLOTH 
PENNANTS; AND COASTERS OF TABLE LINEN (U.S. 
CLS. 42 AND 50). 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR VISORS; SWEAT BANDS; GOLF SHIRTS; TRACK 
PANTS; TOQUES; SWIMWEAR; SWEATSUITS; HOSIERY; 
HATS; UNDERWEAR; BELTS; SOCKS; SCARVES; CHEF 
HATS; PAJAMAS; LINGERIE; NOSE WARMERS; EAR 
MUFFS; CAPS; BATHING SUITS; SHIRTS; APRONS; T- 
SHIRTS; FOOTWEAR; NAMELY, MEN’S, WOMEN’S AND 
CHILDREN’S CASUAL SHOES, SPORTS SHOES AND 
SLIPPERS; INFANT CLOTHING; NAMELY, BIBS, JUMP- 
ERS, PAJAMAS, SOCKS, AND DRESSES (U.S. CL. 39). 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR CHRISTMAS TREE ORNAMENTS; JIGSAW PUZ- 
ZLES; ATHLETIC SUPPORTERS; FOOTBALLS; DOLLS; 
PLUSH TOYS; AND BALLOONS (U.S. CLS. 22, 44 AND 50). 





SECTION 2.—INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION 


The short titles associated below with the international class numbers are terms designed merely for quick identification and 
are not an official part of the international classification. The full names of international classes are given in section 6.1 of the 


trademark rules of practice. 


The designation “U.S. Cl.” appearing in this section refers to the U.S. class in effect prior to Sep. 1, 1973 rather than the 


international class which applies to applications filed on or after that date. For adoption of international classification see notice 
in the OFFICIAL GAZETTE of Jun. 26, 1973 (911 O.G. TM 210). 


Application in one class 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


SN 74-265,580. HARSCO CORPORATION, WORMLEYS- 
BURG, PA. FILED 4-14-1992. 


POLARSTREAM 


OWNER OF US. REG. NO. 734,165. 

FOR LIQUID NITROGEN, FOR USE IN REFRIGERA- 
TION SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 10-23-1968; IN COMMERCE 10-23-1968. 


SN 74-269,637. RICCA CHEMICAL COMPANY, ARLING- 
TON, TX. FILED 4-27-1992. 


THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLOR BLUE, BUT 
COLOR IS NOT A FEATURE OF THE MARK. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED LETTER “R” 
WITH A CHEMISTS BOTTLE THEREIN. 

FOR CHEMICALS AND CHEMICAL COMPOUND; 
NAMELY, IN VITRO DIAGNOSTIC REAGENTS AND/OR 
CHEMICAL TESTING SOLUTIONS FOR LABORATORY 
USE (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1976; INCOMMERCE 2-1-1976. 


CLASS 1—(Continued). 


SN  74-315,780. HOECHST AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, 
POSTFACH 80 03 20, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 
9-18-1992. 


HOSTALKANE 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 2001863, 
DATED 6-18-1991, EXPIRES 4-26-2001. 

FOR CHEMICAL PRODUCTS FOR INDUSTRIAL AP- 
PLICATIONS; NAMELY, INERT FLUIDS AS IMMERSION 
COOLING MEDIA FOR USE IN THE ELECTRICAL AND 
ELECTRONICS INDUSTRIES (U.S. CL. 6). 


SN 74-321,108. CABOT CORPORATION, 
FILED 10-8-1992. 


BOSTON, MA. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 613,329, 
OTHERS. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR CARBON BLACK FOR MANUFACTURING USE 
IN THE RUBBER, PLASTICS, COATINGS, AND INK IN- 
DUSTRIES (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 9-5-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-5-1991. 


1,619,285 AND 


SN 74-323,488. ROMAN ADHESIVES, 
CITY, IL. FILED 10-19-1992. 


INC., CALUMET 


ULTRA 


OWNER OF USS. REG. NO. 1,787,302. 
FOR ADHESIVE FOR APPLYING WALL COVERING 
(U.S. CL. 5). 
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CLASS 1—(Continued). 


SN 74-341,160. WALLAC OY, 20101 TURKU, FINLAND, 
FILED 12-18-1992. 


MELTILEX 


FOR MELT-ON SCINTILLATOR SHEETS FOR RE- 
SEARCH AND SCIENTIFIC USES IN THE CHEMICAL 
AND BIOLOGICAL INDUSTRIES (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 11-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1990. 


SN 74-350,191. KOEI CHEMICAL CO., LTD., CHUO-KU, 
OSAKA, JAPAN, FILED 1-21-1993. 


OWNER OF JAPAN REG. NO. 
3-28-1980, EXPIRES 3-28-2000. 

FOR ALCOHOL, ALDEHYDES, KETONES, ORGANIC 
ACIDS AND THEIR SALTS, AMINE, HETEROCYCLIC 
COMPOUNDS, ION-EXCHANGE RESINS, HEATING 
AGENTS, CATALYSTS, CURING AGENTS, AND VUL- 
CANIZATION ACCELERATORS FOR USE IN THE MAN- 
UFACTURE OF ORGANIC CHEMICALS, PHARMACEU- 
TICALS, PLASTICS, AND RUBBER (U.S. CL. 6). 


1411487, DATED 


SN 74-362,315. ZORB-IT CONSUMER PRODUCTS, L.L.C., 
OKLAHOMA CITY, OK. FILED 2-26-1993. 


NATURE’S PHARMACY 


FOR PEAT-BASED BIODEGRADABLE ABSORBENT IN 
BAGS, DISPOSABLE PADS AND DISPOSABLE OIL 
CHANGE BOXES FOR USE IN ASSIMILATING HYDRO- 
CARBONS, PAINT AND CHEMICALS (U.S. CLS. | AND 
6). 


SN 74-364,002. CRYSTAL DEEP SEAL CORPORATION, 
MT. SINAI, NY. FILED 3-3-1993. 


CRYSTAL DEEP SEAL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SEAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR WATERPROOFING CHEMICAL COMPOSITION 
FOR CONCRETE AND BLOCK STRUCTURES AND SUR- 
FACES (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1992. 
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SN 74-395,853. MONSANTO COMPANY, ST. LOUIS, MO. 
FILED 5-28-1993. 


ROUNDUP READY 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 847,249. 

FOR HERBICIDE-TOLERANT GENES FOR USE IN 
THE PRODUCTION OF AGRICULTURAL SEED (US. CL. 
6). 


SN 74-396,639. ROBERT LEHRER ASSOCIATES, 
WILMINGTON, DE. FILED 6-1-1993. 


INC., 


ACTICON 


FOR ABSORBENT PARTICLES CONTAINING ACTI- 
VATED CHARCOAL USED FOR ABSORBING CONTAMI- 
NANTS FROM COFFEE, BEVERAGES AND COMMER- 
CIAL FLUIDS SUCH AS MOTOR OIL AND SPENT COOK- 
ING OIL (U.S. CL. 6). 


SN 74-397,249. PHARMACIA BIOTECH AB, S-751 82 UPP- 
SALA, SWEDEN, FILED 6-3-1993. 


FLUOREPRIME 


FOR CHEMICALS FOR SCIENTIFIC AND RESEARCH 
USE FOR LABELLING OF DNA (USS. CL. 6). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 4-0-1991. 


SN 74-398,555. PHOTRAN CORPORATION, LAKEVILLE, 
MN. FILED 6-7-1993. 


PAR 


FOR ANTI-REFLECTION COATINGS USED FOR EYE- 
GLASS AND OPTICAL LENSES (U.S. CL. 6). 
FIRST USE 6-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 


SN 74-400,441. MULTIFORM DESICCANTS, INC., BUFFA- 
LO, NY. FILED 6-11-1993. 


DESIMAX 


FOR DESSICANT CONTAINED IN A LABEL TO BE |} 


ATTACHED TO CONTAINERS OF FOOD, PHARMACEU- 
TICALS, AND MEDICAL AND ELECTRONIC DEVICES 
(U.S. CL. 6). 
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SN 74-402,564. WARREN, PATRICIA R., WEST BARNSTA- 
BLE, MA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


TURDLE 


FOR MOLDED COW MANURE IN THE SHAPE OF A 
TURTLE, WHICH IS SOLD FOR ORNAMENTAL AND 
FERTILIZING USE IN GARDENS AND HOUSEPLANTS 
(U.S. CLS. 1 AND 10). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 2-25-1991. 


SN 74-405,601. ROSEN’S, INC., FAIRMONT, MN. FILED 
6-25-1993. 


‘SUNDANCE I 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR AGRICULTURAL ADJUVANT FOR THE PUR- 
POSE OF ENHANCING PESTICIDE PERFORMANCE 
(U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. 


SN 74-405,602. ROSEN’S INC., FAIRMONT, MN. FILED 
6-25-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “100”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR AGRICULTURAL ADJUVANT FOR THE PUR- 
POSE OF ENHANCING PESTICIDE PERFORMANCE 
(U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 8-1-1992. 
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SN 74-405,603. ROSEN’S INC., FAIRMONT, MN. FILED 
6-25-1993. 


~NITRO-POR- 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR AGRICULTURAL ADJUVANT FOR THE PUR- 
POSE OF ENHANCING PESTICIDE PERFORMANCE 
(U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 8-1-1992. 


SN 74-405,604. ROSEN’S INC., FAIRMONT, MN. FILED 
6-25-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “93”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR AGRICULTURAL ADJUVANT FOR THE PUR- 
POSE OF ENHANCING PESTICIDE PERFORMANCE 
(U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. 
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SN 74-405,605. ROSEN’S INC., FAIRMONT, MN. FILED 


6-25-1993. 


R-WAY 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR AGRICULTURAL ADJUVANT FOR THE PUR- 
POSE OF ENHANCING PESTICIDE PERFORMANCE 
(U.S. CL. 6). 


FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. 


SN 74-405,607. ROSEN’S INC., FAIRMONT, MN. FILED 
6-25-1993. 


RECON 


—_—— 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 
FOR AGRICULTURAL ADJUVANT FOR THE PUR- 


POSE OF ENHANCING PESTICIDE PERFORMANCE 
(U.S. CL. 6). 


FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. 


SN 74-407,743. WARREN DISTRIBUTION, INC., OMAHA, 
NE. FILED 6-28-1993. 


SIERRA! IT’S NOT JUST 
ANTIFREEZE, IT’S SAFETY 
FREEZE! 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,692,242. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ANTIFREEZE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CHEMICALS; NAMELY, AUTOMOTIVE ANTI- 
FREEZE COMPOSITIONS FOR RADIATORS AND GAS- 
LINES (U.S. CL. 6). 
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SN 74-408,676. SYBRON CHEMICAL HOLDINGS INC., 
WILMINGTON, DE. FILED 6-29-1993. 


ECOLID 


FOR COMPOUNDS INSTRUMENTAL IN THE FIXA- 
TION OF COLORING MATTERS UPON FIBERS; 
NAMELY, DYEING ASSISTANTS, CARRIERS, EXHAUST- 
ING, PENETRATING AND DISPERSING AGENTS (U.S. 
CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1981; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1981. 


SN 74-409,795. NATIONWIDE 
DURHAM, NC. FILED 7-1-1993. 


INDUSTRIES, _INC., 


HORSEPOWER BOOSTER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HORSEPOWER BOOSTER”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING ON 
PURPOSES ONLY. 

FOR CHEMICAL GASOLINE OCTANE BOOSTING 
FLUID (US. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 10-3-1984; IN COMMERCE 10-3-1984. 


DRAWING IS FOR SHADING 


SN 74-409,865. AMERSHAM INTERNATIONAL PLC, 
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE, ENGLAND, FILED 7-1-1993. 


REDIVUE 


FOR NUCLEOTIDES AND NUCLEOTIDE PREPARA- 
TIONS FOR USE IN THE DETECTION, LABELING OR 
SEQUENCING OF DNA AND CHEMICAL REAGENTS 
FOR USE THEREWITH FOR LABORATORY AND RE- 
SEARCH USE (U.S. CL. 6). 
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SN 74-332,327. JONES-BLAIR COMPANY, DALLAS, TX. 
FILED 11-18-1992. 


ELASTO-FLEX 


FOR ELASTOMERIC ACRYLIC COATING FOR WA- 
TERPROOFING SURFACES (U.S. CL. 16). 
FIRST USE 10-19-1989; IN COMMERCE 6-12-1990. 


SN 74-383,755. SHADOW FAX, 
FILED 4-28-1993. 


INC., MADISON, WI. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FAX INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING IN THE MARK IS FOR SHADING 
PURPOSES ONLY, AND DOES NOT REPRESENT 
COLOR. 

FOR REMANUFACTURED TONER CARTRIDGES (U.S. 
CL. 11). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1988. 


SN 74-401,004. W.M. BARR & CO., INC., MEMPHIS, TN. 
FILED 6-10-1993. 


MASK & PEEL 


FOR COATINGS; NAMELY, COATINGS FOR PAINT 
SPRAY BOOTH SURFACES (USS. CL. 16). 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


SN 74-043,668. PFIZER INC, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 
3-29-1990. 


AMALITSA 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,358,771. 
FOR FACE POWDER, BLUSH, LIQUID MAKE-UP, LIP- 
STICK AND EYESHADOW (U.S. CL. 51). 
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SN 74-201,872. ABADI, KHODABANDEH, DBA DESCALE- 
IT PRODUCTS COMPANY, TUCSON, AZ. FILED 
9-9-1991. 


EARTH GUARD 


FOR LIQUID AND PASTE CLEANING PREPARA- 
TIONS FOR REMOVAL OF RUST AND CHEMICAL DE- 
POSITS FROM METAL AND CERAMIC SURFACES (U.S. 
CL. 52). 

FIRST USE 5-31-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-31-1991. 


SN 74-205,931. MICRO-PAK, INC., WILMINGTON, DE. 
FILED 9-23-1991. 


APPLY & DRY 


FOR HAIR SHAMPOOS, SHAVING CREAMS AND SKIN 
SOAPS (U.S. CL. 52). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 11-14-1990. 


SN 74-274,977. ANSON’S HERRENHAUS KG, D-4000 
DUESSELDORF 1, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 
5-13-1992. 


ANSON’S 


FOR PRODUCTS USED IN PERSONAL CARE AND HY- 
GIENE; NAMELY, BATH AND FACIAL SOAPS, BATH 
FOAM, BATH SALTS, PERFUMES, ESSENTIAL OILS, 
FRAGRANCES, COLOGNES, TOILET WATER, PERMA- 
NENT WAVE LOTIONS, SHAMPOO, HAIR CONDITION- 
ERS, HAIR SPRAY, HAIR COLORING, HAIR SETTING 
LOTIONS, SHAVING CREAMS AND LOTIONS, TAN- 
NING OILS AND CREAMS, COSMETIC MOISTURIZING 
CREAMS, SPRAY AND SOLID DEODORANTS, MOUTH- 
WASH, COSMETIC POMADES, COSMETIC COTTON 
WOOL, AND ASTRINGENTS (U.S. CLS. 18, 51 AND 52). 
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SN 74-278,458. CYCLO INDUSTRIES, INC., LAKE PARK, 
FL. FILED 5-26-1992. 


BRAKE & PARTS CLEAN 


FOR CLEANER FOR VEHICLE PARTS; NAMELY, 
BRAKES AND CLUTCHES AND PARTS THEREOF, AND 
C.V. JOINTS (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1988; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1988. 


SN 74-289,647. WANEPH, JACQUES, 92150 SURESNES, 
FRANCE, FILED 6-29-1992. 


MAKE UP FOR EVER 


OWNER OF FRANCE REG. NO. 
7-8-1991, EXPIRES 7-8-2001. 

FOR SKIN TANNING LOTION AND CREAM, BEARD 
DECOLORANTS, CREAM FOR SKIN WHITENING, HAIR 
DECOLORANTS, FALSE EYELASHES, ADHESIVES FOR 
FIXING EYELASHES AND FALSE HAIR, MUSTACHE 
WAX, COSMETIC PENCILS; COSMETIC CREAMS; 
NAMELY, FACE CREAM, HAND CREAM, BODY 
CREAM; MAKEUP REMOVERS, PAPER GUIDES FOR 
EYE MAKEUP, PETROLEUM JELLY FOR COSMETIC 
USE, COSMETIC GREASE, ESSENTIAL OILS FOR PER- 
SONAL USE, COSMETIC ALMOND-MILK, TOILET 
MILKS AND WATERS, NAIL ENAMEL; COSMETIC LO- 
TIONS; NAMELY, FACE LOTION, HAND LOTION, NAIL 
LOTION, BODY LOTION; FACE PACKS, FALSE NAILS, 
COTTON FOR COSMETIC PURPOSE, HYDROGEN PER- 
OXIDE FOR COSMETIC USE, FACE POWDER, LIP- 
STICK, LIP GLOSS, EYEBROW PENCIL, NAIL VARNISH 
REMOVERS, MAKEUP FOUNDATION, EYELINER 
CAKE, MASCARA, NAIL VARNISH FOR HARDENING 
THE NAILS, SKIN BRACER, SPANGLES FOR COSMETIC 
USE (U.S. CLS. 40, 51 AND 52). 


1,677,598, DATED 


SN 74-319,420. CANTON INDUSTRIES, INC., CANTON, 
MS. FILED 10-2-1992. 


GERM GUARD 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 704,142. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GERM”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ALL PURPOSE CLEANING PREPARATIONS, 
WITH DISINFECTING PROPERTIES (U.S. CL. 52). 

FIRST USE 12-10-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-10-1992. 
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SN 74-342,178. E. MERCK OFFENE HANDELSGESELLS- 
CHAFT (O.H.G.), 6100 DARMSTADT 1, FED REP GER- 
MANY, FILED 12-22-1992. 


EXTRAN 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 1,097,679, 
DATED 10-15-1986, EXPIRES 2-6-1996. 

FOR CLEANING AGENTS FOR USE IN LABORATO- 
RIES AND INDUSTRIES (U.S. CL. 52). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1974; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1974. 


SN 74-344,578. S MARK ENTERPRISE, SCOTTSDALE, AZ. 
FILED 12-31-1992. 


PROVA 


FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, SHAMPOO, 
CONDITIONER, SPRAY, GEL AND MOUSSE; AND SKIN 
CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, MOISTURIZING CREAM 
AND CLEANSING LOTION (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


SN 74-350,165. PRO FINISH U.S.A., LTD., PHOENIX, AZ. 
FILED 1-21-1993. 


infiniti 


FOR PROFESSIONAL BEAUTY PRODUCT; NAMELY, 
NAIL POLISH FINISH SOLD TO AND USED BY BEAUTY 
SALON MANICURISTS (U.S. CL. 51). 

FIRST USE 9-11-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-11-1992. 


SN 74-350,741. PERFECT SMILE, INC., PALM DESERT, 
CA. FILED 1-21-1993. 


THE PERFECT SMILE 


FOR KITS CONSISTING OF TEETH WHITENING AND 
POLISHING PREPARATION AND APPLICATOR (U.S. 
CL. 52). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-22-1993. 


SN 74-353,120. PERIO PRODUCTS LTD., 
91237, ISRAEL, FILED 1-27-1993. 


PERIOWHITE 


JERUSALEM 


FOR TOOTH WHITENER (U.S. CL. 51). 
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SN 74-354,836. VITAMIN SHOPPE INDUSTRIES INC., 
NORTH BERGEN, NJ. FILED 1-29-1993. 


Vitamin Shoppe 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,510,646. 


FOR NON-MEDICATED SKIN TREATMENT CREAMS 
(U.S. CL. 51). 


SN 74-375,373. BOSTON AND PACIFIC MARKETING INC., 
SUFFERN, NY. FILED 4-5-1993. 


JESSE’S GIRL 


FOR COSMETICS; NAMELY, NAIL ENAMEL, LIP- 
STICK, EYELINER, LIP LINER, BLUSH, MASCARA, AND 
EYE MAKE-UP (U.S. CL. 51). 
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SN 74-378,689. PYRAMID ENT., NO. SPRINGFIELD, VA. 
FILED 4-14-1993. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORD INFINITE 
(USING AN INVERTED “E”) WITH AN ACCENT MARK, 
A PYRAMID, AND PARALLEL BARS. 

FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, SHAMPOO, 
CONDITIONER, MOISTURIZER, GELS, OIL, RELAXES, 
NEUTRALIZING SHAMPOO AND NON-MEDICATED 
SCALP TREATMENT CREAM; SKIN CARE PRODUCTS; 
NAMELY, MOISTURIZERS, CLEANSER, TONER, EX- 
FOLIATING CREAM, CREAM MASQUE, HAND AND 


BODY LOTION, BODY OIL AND CREAMS (US. CLS. 51 
AND 52). 


SN 74-385,880. HEARTLAND CORPORATION, OLATHE, 
KS. FILED 5-3-1993. 


FOR CLEANING PREPARATIONS FOR BATHROOMS 


AND HOUSEHOLD FIXTURES (U.S. CL. 52). 


FIRST USE 11-6-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-6-1992. 
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SN 74-386,506. M & M MATTER & MATTER, AG., DBA M 
& M COSMETICS, CH-8840 EINSIEDELN, SWITZER- 
LAND, FILED 5-3-1993. 


BLOC MEN 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 568,785. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MEN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FACE LOTIONS, SKIN LOTIONS, AFTER-SHAVE 
LOTIONS, PERSONAL DEODORANTS AND ANTIPER- 
SPIRANTS, BODY POWDER STICKS, EAU DE TOILET 
AND BALM-LOTION FOR MEN (U.S. CL. 51). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1946; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1946. 


SN 74-386,997. LES PARFUMS DE DANA, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 5-6-1993. 


CANOE SPORT 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 423,843, 
OTHERS. 

FOR SKIN LOTION FOR PROTECTING SKIN, AFTER 
SHAVE COOLING GEL, COLOGNE SPRAY, AND BODY 
SHAMPOO (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 5-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1993. 


1,447,663 AND 


SN 74-392,235. LVMH MOET HENNESSY LOUIS VUITTON 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 5-17-1993. 


TENDRE POISON 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,304,580 AND 1,456,011. 

THE TRANSLATION OF THE WORD “TENDRE” IN 
THE MARK IS “TENDER”. 

FOR PERFUMES, TOILET WATERS, EAU DE CO- 
LOGNE, BATH SOAPS, BATH AND SHOWER GELS, PER- 
FUMED LOTIONS, BATH MILKS, PERFUMED MOISTUR- 
IZING CREAMS, PERSONAL DEODORANTS, ESSEN- 
TIAL OILS FOR PERSONAL USE AND TALCUM 
POWDER (U.S. CL. 51). 


SN 74-394,587. HELDA, ROBERT SHAWN, DBA SHAWN 
HELDA GROUP, CORONA DEL MAR, CA. FILED 
5-24-1993. 


MONT SOURCE 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD 
“MONT” IN THE MARK IS “MOUNTAIN”. 

FOR COSMETICS AND SKIN AND BODY CARE PROD- 
UCTS; NAMELY, SKIN CLEANSERS, SKIN LOTIONS, 
SHAVING CREAMS, AFTER SHAVE, SUN SCREEN AND 
SUN BLOCK PREPARATIONS, NON-MEDICATED LIP 
BALMS, SKIN AND FACIAL SCRUBS, BATH AND 
FACIAL SOAPS, BODY CARE OILS, HAIR SHAMPOOS, 
HAIR CONDITIONERS, HAIR SPRAY, HAIR GELS, HAIR 
MOUSSE, ANTIPERSPIRANT, PERSONAL DEODORANT, 
AND FACIAL MASKS (U.S. CL. 51). 
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SN 74-394,994. HELDA, ROBERT SHAWN, DBA SHAWN 
HELDA GROUP, CORONA DEL MAR, CA. FILED 
5-24-1993. 


PRODUCTS FROM THE 
MIND OF NATURE 


FOR COSMETICS AND SKIN AND BODY CARE PROD- 
UCTS; NAMELY, SKIN CLEANSERS, SKIN LOTIONS, 
SHAVING CREAMS, AFTER SHAVE, SUN SCREEN AND 
SUN BLOCK PREPARATIONS, NON-MEDICATED LIP 
BALMS, SKIN AND FACIAL SCRUBS, BATH AND 
FACIAL SOAPS, BODY CARE OILS, HAIR SHAMPOOS, 
HAIR CONDITIONERS, HAIR SPRAY, HAIR GELS, HAIR 
MOUSSE, ANTIPERSPIRANT, PERSONAL DEODORANT, 
AND FACIAL MASKS (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


SN 74-398,897. QUESTECH 
TAMPA, FL. FILED 6-7-1993. 


INTERNATIONAL, INC., 


SOLENAE 


FOR NON-MEDICATED SUNSCREEN LOTIONS AND 
OINTMENTS, SUN TANNING LOTION AND OINT- 
MENTS, SKIN CARE PREPARATIONS IN THE NATURE 
OF EXFOLLIANTS, MOISTURIZERS, CLEANSERS AND 
TONERS, AND LIPSTICKS (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 2-10-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-10-1993. 


SN 74-399,894. A-VEDA CORPORATION, BLAINE, MN. 
FILED 6-9-1993. 


AVEDA PLANT PURE- 
FUMERY 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PLANT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, SHAMPOOS, 
CONDITIONERS, SPRAY AND SCULPTING GEL; SKIN 
CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, MOISTURIZERS, TONERS, 
SKIN CLEANSING PREPARATIONS LOTIONS, 
MASQUES AND ASTRINGENTS FOR COSMETIC PUR- 
POSES; COLOUR COSMETICS; NAMELY, LIPSTICK, 
EYESHADOW, FOUNDATION CREME, BLUSHES, FACE 
POWDER; PERSONAL HYGIENE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
TOTAL BODY CLEANING PREPARATION, TOILET 
WATER, PERFUMES AND COLOGNES, MASSAGE OILS 
AND LOTIONS, SKIN CREMES, SKIN LOTIONS, SKIN 
EMOLLIENTS, MOISTURIZING BODY OILS AND LO- 
TIONS; AND HOME HYGIENE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
ALL PURPOSE CLEANING PREPARATIONS, DISH DE- 
TERGENTS, FABRIC CLEANING PREPARATIONS, AND 
CLEANING PREPARATIONS FOR WINDOWS AND TOI- 
LETS (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


1,229,134, 1,716,852 AND 
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SN 74-400,159. YVES SAINT LAURENT PARFUMS S.A., 
92521 NEUILLY CEDEX, FRANCE, FILED 6-9-1993. 


ROUGE PUR 


OWNER OF FRANCE REG. NO. 92/445916, DATED 
12-14-1992, EXPIRES 12-14-2002. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORDS 
“ROUGE PUR” IN THE MARK IS “PURE RED”. 

FOR COSMETICS; NAMELY, LIPSTICK, FOUNDATION 
MAKEUP, CREAMS AND LOTIONS FOR THE CARE OF 
THE SKIN, FACE AND BODY SOAPS, PERFUMES, 
TOILET WATER AND COLOGNES (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


SN 74-402,157. WEBBER, CYNTHIA F., DBA WEBBER- 
WORKS, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-16-1993. 


FOR MEN’S COLOGNE AND AFTER SHAVE LOTIONS 
(U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


SN 74-403,737. CALIFORNIA SUNCARE, INC., LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


TROPICAL FEVER 


OWNER OF US. REG. NO. 1,774,597. 

FOR SKIN CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, TANNING 
LOTIONS, GELS AND OILS; AND MOISTURIZERS AND 
CLEANSERS (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


SN 74-403,738. CALIFORNIA SUNCARE, INC., LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


TROPICAL FUSION 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,774,597. 

FOR SKIN CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, TANNING 
LOTIONS, GELS AND OILS; AND MOISTURIZERS AND 
CLEANSERS (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 
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SN 74-404,267. NOXELL CORPORATION, HUNT VALLEY, 
MD. FILED 6-18-1993. 


DUAL EFFECT 


FOR COSMETICS; NAMELY, SKIN MOISTURIZER (U.S. 
CL. 51). 


SN 74-404,585. PYROCK CHEMICAL CORPORATION, 
BROOKLYN, NY. FILED 6-18-1993. 


ROCK MIRACLE 


FOR PAINT AND VARNISH REMOVERS (U.S. CL. 52). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1936; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1936. 


SN 74-405,842. STEVE DWORMAN ENTERPRISES, INC., 
LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 6-22-1993. 


CURIOSITY 


FOR COLOGNES, PERFUMES, TOILET WATERS, PER- 
FUME OILS, BATH OILS, BODY LOTIONS, FACIAL LO- 
TIONS, HAND LOTIONS, BODY CREAMS, HAND 
CREAMS, FACIAL CREAMS, AFTER-SHAVE LOTIONS, 
AFTER-SHAVE MOISTURIZING CREAMS, BATH AND 
SHOWER GELS, BODY POWDERS, FACIAL POWDERS, 
TOILET SOAPS AND SKIN SOAPS, SKIN CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS, HAIR SHAMPOOS, HAIR LOTIONS, 
HAIR CONDITIONERS, COSMETICS; NAMELY, LIP- 
STICKS, LIP GLOSSES, LIP PENCILS, LIP LINERS, EYE 
SHADOWS, EYE LINERS, EYELINER PENCILS, EYE- 
BROW PENCILS, ROUGES, BLUSHERS, FOUNDATIONS, 
CONCEALERS AND MASCARAS, PERSONAL DEODOR- 
ANTS AND ANTI-PERSPIRANTS, SUNTAN LOTION 
PREPARATIONS, SUN SCREEN PREPARATIONS, SUN 
BLOCK PREPARATIONS, NON-MEDICATED LIP BALMS 
AND NAIL POLISHES (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 


SN 74-405,890. SKREDE, ROGER, MINNEAPOLIS, MN. 
FILED 6-22-1993. 


THE CLEANER’S CLEANER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CLEANER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ALL PURPOSE CLEANING PREPARATION (U.S. 
CL. 52). 
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SN 74-406,503. MIRIAM COLLINS - PALM BEACH LAB- 
ORATORIES CO., DBA PALM BEACH BEAUTY PROD- 
UCTS, MINNEAPOLIS, MN. FILED 6-28-1993. 


Placenta 


MAGIC 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PLACENTA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, HAIR SHAM- 
POO, HAIR CONDITIONER AND HAIR TREATMENT 
PREPARATION CONTAINING VITAMINS (U.S. CL. 51). 

FIRST USE 4-16-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-16-1993. 


SN 74-406,565. LARRY’S BEAUTY CO., OKLAHOMA CITY, 
OK. FILED 6-24-1993. 


JOHN DUSTIN 


THE NAME “JOHN DUSTIN” IS A FANCIFUL NAME 
AND IS NOT THE NAME OF ANY INDIVIDUAL. 

FOR HAIR LOTIONS CONSISTING OF SHAMPOOS, 
HAIR SPRAYS, CONDITIONERS, WAVING SOLUTIONS, 
STYLING GELS, AND DYES (U.S. CL. 51). 


SN 74-406,696. PARFUMS DE COEUR, LTD., DARIEN, CT. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


HALL OF FAME 


FOR MEN’S COLOGNE (U.S. CL. 51). 


SN 74-407,180. MUELHENS INC.. DBA FRANCES 
DENNEY, ORANGE, CT. FILED 6-24-1993. 


FRANCES DENNEY 
ULTIMATE EYE CARE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,746,270. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ULTIMATE EYE CARE”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

“FRANCES DENNEY” 
LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 

FOR EYE CREAM (U.S. CL. 51). 


DOES NOT IDENTIFY A 
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SN 74-407,863. MAVIAN, 
NY. FILED 7-1-1993. 


JEAN-BAPTISTE, NEW YORK, 


CHAD 


FOR COSMETICS AND SKIN CARE PRODUCTS FOR 
MEN AND WOMEN’S PERSONAL CARE; NAMELY, SKIN 
CREAMS, SKIN LOTIONS, CLEANSERS, MOISTURIZ- 
ERS, SOAPS, DEODORANTS, SHOWER GEL, BATH GEL, 
CREAM FOUNDATIONS, FACE POWDERS, LIPSTICKS, 
MASCARA, POWDER EYE COLORS AND BLUSHES, LIP 
AND EYEBROW PENCILS, SHAYING CREAMS, AND 
AFTER SHAVE LOTIONS (U.S. CL. 51). 


SN 74-408,014. KEYSTONE LABORATORIES, INC., MEM- 
PHIS, TN. FILED 6-29-1993. 


MINK SELECTION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MINK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR HAIR CARE PREPARATIONS; NAMELY, SHAM- 
POOS, CONDITIONERS, STRAIGHTENERS, MOISTURIZ- 
ERS, HAIR SOFTENERS, CREAM RINSES, HAIR DE- 
TANGLERS, HAIR DRESSINGS, HAIR STYLERS, HAIR 
LOTIONS, HAIR SPRAYS, HAIR CLEANSERS, HAIR 
SHEENS, POMADES, NON-MEDICATED SCALP TREAT- 
MENTS, CURL ACTIVATORS, WAVE ACTIVATORS 
AND HAIR RELAXER PREPARATIONS (US. CL. 51). 


SN 74-408,147. PHOTOGRAPHIC SOLUTIONS, INC., BUZ- 
ZARDS BAY, MA. FILED 7-2-1993. 


PHOTOFINISH 


FOR CLEANING COMPOUND USED TO REMOVE 
PHOTOGRAPHIC CHEMICAL STAINS AND RESIDUES 
FROM PROCESSING AND OTHER PHOTOGRAPHIC 
EQUIPMENT, FLOORS, SINKS, TRAYS, HANDS AND 
ANY OTHER ITEMS THAT MAY COME IN CONTACT 
WITH SUCH CHEMICALS (U.S. CL. 52). 

FIRST USE 6-30-1984; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1984. 


SN 74-409,794. GEO. P. DAVIS, INC., NANTUCKET, MA. 
FILED 7-1-1993. 


“NUDE BEACH” 


| 
| 
i 


FOR TOILETRIES; NAMELY, PERFUME AND co-| 
LOGNE (US. CL. 51). : 
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SN 74-410,764. NEWHOUSE SPECIALTY CO., INC., SANTA 
ANA, CA. FILED 7-12-1993. 


HOTWIPE 


FOR HOT SURFACE CLEANING COMPOSITION FOR 
ALL HOT METAL SURFACES (U.S. CL. 52). 


SN 74-411,632. PLAYTEX BEAUTY CARE, INC., STAM- 
FORD, CT. FILED 7-8-1993. 


POWER MIST 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MIST”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR HAIRSPRAY (U.S. CL. 51). 


SN 74-411,938. DENTO-MED INDUSTRIES, INC., BOCA 
RATON, FL. FILED 7-12-1993. 


HYDRON 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS 
OTHERS. 

FOR FACIAL AND SKINCARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
CLEANSERS, SCRUBS, TONERS, GELS, FACIAL AND 
EYE MOISTURIZERS, FACIAL REJUVINATING 
CREAMS, SUNLESS TANNING LOTIONS AND CREAMS, 
SUN SCREEN LOTIONS AND CREAMS (U.S. CLS. 51 
AND 52). 


1,428,065, 1,774,857 AND 


SN 74-412,236. PARFUMS DE COEUR, LTD., DARIEN, CT. 
FILED 7-14-1993. 


DO YOU THINK I’M SEXY 


FOR MEN’S FRAGRANCES; NAMELY, COLOGNE, 
AFTER SHAVE, PERSONAL DEODORANT AND PER- 
SONAL DEODORANT BODY SPRAY (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 
52). 


SN 74-412,314. PARFUMS DE COEUR, LTD., DARIEN, CT. 
FILED 7-14-1993. 


PERFECT GAME 


FOR MEN’S FRAGRANCES; NAMELY, COLOGNE, 
AFTER SHAVE, PERSONAL DEODORANT AND PER- 
SONAL DEODORANT BODY SPRAY (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 
52). 
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SN 74-412,914. CHANEL, INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 
7-15-1993. 


TEINT ESSENTIEL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TEINT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE WORDS “TEINT ESSENTIEL” IN THE MARK 
TRANSLATE TO “ESSENTIAL TINT”. 

FOR COSMETICS; NAMELY, FOUNDATION (U.S. CL. 
51). 

FIRST USE 4-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-26-1993. 


SN 74-413,467. IMAGE LABORATORIES, INC., DBA 
MODERN RESEARCH LABORATORIES, OXNARD, CA. 
FILED 7-16-1993. 


CURL JUICE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CURL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, HAIR MIST 
AND HAIR GEL (U.S. CL. 51). 


SN 74-414,149. MATRIX ESSENTIALS, INC., SOLON, OH. 
FILED 7-19-1993. 


THERMAL-ACTIVE 


FOR HAIR SETTING SPRAY (U.S. CL. 51). 
FIRST USE 8-16-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-16-1993. 


SN 74-415,341. FUTURE SOURCE, INC., CHICAGO, IL. 
FILED 7-22-1993. 


THERMELASTIC 


FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, SHAMPOOS, 
CONDITIONERS, HAIR SPRAYS AND GELS (U.S. CLS. 51 
AND 52). 

FIRST USE 3-21-1991; INCOMMERCE 3-21-1991. 


SN 74-415,593. ALIVE SKIN CARE CORPORATION, JACK- 
SON HEIGHTS, NY. FILED 7-19-1993. 


CONTOUR BY ALIVE 


FOR SKIN AND HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
MOISTURIZING CREAMS, SKIN CREAMS, SHAMPOOS, 
CONDITIONERS (U.S. CL. 51). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1991. 
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SN 74-415,710. FUTURE SOURCE, INC., CHICAGO, IL. 
FILED 7-19-1993. 


HRM 


FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; 
SPRAYS (U.S. CL. 51). 


FIRST USE 3-21-1991; INCOMMERCE 3-21-1991. 


NAMELY, HAIR 


SN 74-415,977. COLGATE-PALMOLIVE COMPANY, NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 7-21-1993. 


NOURICHE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,422,444. 

FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, SHAMPOO, 
CONDITIONER, HOT OIL TREATMENT AND PREPARA- 
TION USED FOR TREATMENT OF HAIR (U.S. CLS. 51 
AND 52). 


SN 74-417,258. S. C. JOHNSON & SON, INC., RACINE, WI. 
FILED 7-23-1993. 


COUNTRY GARDEN 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,579,737 AND 1,660,256. 
FOR MULTI-SURFACE CLEANING PREPARATIONS 
(U.S. CL. 52). 


SN 74-419,607. REMINESSENCE, 
BURG, TX. FILED 7-30-1993. 


INC., FREDERICKS- 


PLATEAU 


FOR SCENTED GIFT ITEMS; NAMELY, SACHET 
PACKETS AND POTPOURRI (U.S. CLS. 1 AND 50). 


SN 74-425,242. CONOPCO, INC., DBA CHESEBROUGH- 
POND’S USA CO., GREENWICH, CT. FILED 8-16-1993. 


Mentadent 


FOR TOOTHPASTE (US. CL. 52). 
FIRST USE 11-30-1991; INCOMMERCE 11-30-1991. 
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SN 74-374,328. 
3-29-1993. 


PENA, MANUEL, NAPA, CA. FILED 


WINELIGHT 


FOR WICKS FOR OIL FILLED BEVERAGE BOTTLES 
(U.S. CLS. 7 AND 15). 
FIRST USE 12-5-1982; INCOMMERCE 9-23-1983. 


SN 74-398,251. LUBRIZOL CORPORATION, THE, WICK- 
LIFFE, OH. FILED 6-7-1993. 


LUBEZOL 


OWNER OF USS. REG. 
OTHERS. 

FOR FINISHED LUBRICANT FOR USE IN OIL AND 
GAS DRILLING FLUIDS (USS. CL. 15). 


NOS. 1,481,219, 1,527,606 AND 


SN 74-419,874. DAWSON HOME FASHIONS, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 8-2-1993. 


DAWSON ROMANTIC BATH 


FOR SCENTED CANDLES (US. CL. 15). 


SN 74-420,538. DAWSON HOME FASHIONS, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 8-2-1993. 


DAWSON SERENE BATH 


FOR SCENTED CANDLES (US. CL. 15). 


SN 74-420,540. DAWSON HOME FASHIONS, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 8-2-1993. 


DAWSON SENSUAL BATH 


FOR SCENTED CANDLES (U.S. CL. 15). 


SN 74-420,541. DAWSON HOME FASHIONS, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 8-2-1993. 


DAWSON ENERGETIC BATH 


FOR SCENTED CANDLES (U.S. CL. 15). 
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SN 74-420,548. DAWSON HOME FASHIONS, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 8-2-1993. 


DAWSON LUXURIANT 
BATH 


FOR SCENTED CANDLES (U.S. CL. 15). 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


SN 74-086,129. OTSUKA CHEMICAL CO., LTD., CHUO-KU, 
OSAKA-SHI, JAPAN, FILED 8-8-1990. 


ONCOL 


OWNER OF JAPAN REG. NO. 
2-23-1984, EXPIRES 2-23-1994. 

FOR INSECTICIDES, HERBICIDES, RATICIDES, AND 
FUMIGANTS TO KILL INSECTS, ALL FOR AGRICUL- 
TURAL, PROFESSIONAL AND DOMESTIC USE; ALL- 
PURPOSE DISINFECTANTS; INSECT REPELLENT; AND 
ROOM DEODORANTS (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 18). 


1660826, DATED 


SN 74-226,412. FOURZON, T., DBA DORMELLO EQUINE 
NUTRITION, INC., VISTA, CA. FILED 11-29-1991. 


AMERDON 


FOR EQUINE FEED SUPPLEMENTS (U.S. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 11-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 11-5-1991. 


SN 74-243,569. MILLER, IRVIN H., PORT ANGELES, WA. 
FILED 2-5-1992. 


HARMONIZER 


FOR NUTRITIONAL AND DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-247,989. LAND O’LAKES, INC., AKA CENEX/LAND 
O'LAKES AG SERVICES, ARDEN HILLS, MN. FILED 
2-20-1992. 


PULLETMATE 


FOR MEDICATED ANIMAL FEED (U.S. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1982; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 
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SN 74-268,425. OCLASSEN PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., 
SAN RAFAEL, CA. FILED 4-23-1992. 


MINIPEL 


FOR ANTIBIOTICS (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-286,245. WAGPOW ENTERPRISES, INC., DBA 
WADE JONES COMPANY, LOWELL, AR. FILED 
6-19-1992. 


wJICc 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COMPANY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR HOUSE MARK FOR A COMPLETE LINE OF DIS- 
INFECTING AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS FOR USE 
ON STRUCTURES HOUSING POULTRY AND NUTRI- 
TIONAL CHEMICAL ADDITIVES FOR LIVESTOCK AND 
POULTRY FEED (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 18). 

FIRST USE 12-17-1980; IN COMMERCE 12-17-1980. 


SN 74-289,936. WAGPOW ENTERPRISES, 
WADE JONES COMPANY, 
6-30-1992. 


INC., DBA 
LOWELL, AR. FILED 


FOR HOUSE MARK FOR A COMPLETE LINE OF DIS- 
INFECTING AGRICULTURAL CHEMICALS FOR USE 
ON STRUCTURES HOUSING POULTRY AND NUTRI- 
TIONAL CHEMICAL ADDITIVES FOR LIVESTOCK AND 
POULTRY FEED (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 18). 

FIRST USE 12-17-1980; INCOMMERCE 12-17-1980. 
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SN 74-300,150. SOFIGEP (S.A.R.L.), 75008 PARIS, FRANCE, 
FILED 8-3-1992. 


FORM’LIGHT 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON FRANCE 
APPLICATION NO. 92/404.466, FILED 2-6-1992, REG. NO. 
92/404466, DATED 2-6-1992, EXPIRES 2-6-2002. 

FOR DIETETIC SUBSTANCES FOR MEDICAL USE; 
NAMELY, NATURAL OR ARTIFICIAL SWEETENING 
PREPARATIONS CONTAINING ASPARTAME, PROC- 
ESSED LOW CALORIE FOOD STUFFS MADE OF 
FIBERS, GUM, FLOUR AND DRIED FRUITS TO BE PRE- 
SCRIBED IN POWDERS, GRANULES, STICKS, PASTE 
OR LIQUID; AND HYPOGLUCIDIC FOOD ADDITIVES 
WITH PROTEINS, WITH OR WITHOUT VITAMINS, TO 
BE PRESCRIBED IN POWDER, GRANULES, TABLETS, 
CAPSULES AND BEVERAGES; AND VITAMIN SUPPLE- 
MENTS IN STICK FORM; AND VITAMINATED CHEW- 
ING-GUM WITH GLUCIDE LOW CONTENT (U.S. CLS. 18 
AND 44). 


SN 74-318,137. AMERICAN CYANAMID COMPANY, 
WAYNE, NJ. FILED 9-28-1992. 


THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS GREEN, 
BLUE, YELLOW AND RED. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR NUTRITIONAL AND DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 2-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-28-1993. 


SN 74-334,269. W. W. GRAINGER, 
FILED 11-24-1992. 


INC., SKOKIE, IL. 


GOBBLE 


FOR ENZYME ODOR NEUTRALIZING PREPARA- 
TIONS FOR COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL USE (U.S. 
CL. 6). 
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SN 74-336,696. LAKE PHARMACEUTICAL, INC., WHEEL- 
ING, IL. FILED 11-30-1992. 


YEAST GARD 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,744,225. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “YEAST”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FEMININE HYGIENE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
DOUCHES, MEDICATED CREAMS AND SUPPOSITO- 
RIES (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 3-31-1985; IN COMMERCE 3-31-1985. 


SN 74-338,175. REDKEN LABORATORIES, INC., CANOGA 
PARK, CA. FILED 12-8-1992. 


SOLVE 


FOR MEDICATED ANTI-DANDRUFF SHAMPOO SOLD 
ONLY THROUGH PROFESSIONAL HAIR CARE SALONS 
(U.S. CLS. 18 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 11-19-1976; IN COMMERCE 11-19-1976. 


SN 74-348,573. COCENSYS, 
1-14-1993. 


INC., IRVINE, CA. FILED 


MEPALON 


FOR PHARMACEUTICALS DERIVED FROM METABO- 
LITES OF PROGESTERONE FOR THE TREATMENT OF 
EPILEPSY AND NEUROLOGICAL, CENTRAL NERVOUS 
SYSTEM, PSYCHIATRIC AND BEHAVIORAL DISOR- 
DERS (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-348,574. COCENSYS, 
1-14-1993. 


INC., IRVINE, CA. FILED 


EPALON 


FOR PHARMACEUTICALS DERIVED FROM METABO- 
LITES OF PROGESTERONE FOR THE TREATMENT OF 
EPILEPSY AND NEUROLOGICAL, CENTRAL NERVOUS 
SYSTEM, PSYCHIATRIC AND BEHAVIORAL DISOR- 
DERS (U.S. CL. 18). 
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SN 74-353,587. KENDALL COMPANY, THE, MANSFIELD, 
MA. FILED 1-29-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 598,634 AND 1,709,129. 

THE STIPPLING SHOWN IN THE MARK IS A FEA- 
TURE OF THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE 
COLOR. 

FOR BANDAGE STRIPS AND MEDICAL ADHESIVE 
TAPE FOR SKIN WOUNDS AND SKIN PROTECTION DE- 
SIGNED FOR FINGERS, KNEES, ELBOWS AND OTHER 
PARTS OF THE BODY, ADHESIVE TAPE AND NON- 
PROFESSIONAL FIRST AID KITS COMPRISED OF BAN- 
DAGES, TAPE, ANTIBIOTICS, ANTISEPTICS, CLEANS- 
ING PADS AND ACCESSORIES USED IN GIVING FIRST 
AID (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 44). 


SN 74-354,443. RICH, TONY B., NEWPORT BEACH, CA. 
FILED 2-1-1993. 


WELLCORPS 
INTERNATIONAL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INTERNATIONAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE DEPTH PLANE OF THE LARGE “W” AT TOP- 
CENTER OF THE MARK IS REPRESENTED IN A PRIS- 
MATIC RAINBOW EFFECT OF ALL COLORS, BUT 
COLOR IS NOT CLAIMED AS PART OF THE MARK. 

FOR VITAMIN AND MINERAL SUPPLEMENTS, 
FIBER-BASED NUTRITIONAL SUPPLEMENT AND POW- 
DERED DRINK MIX FOR USE AS A MEAL REPLACE- 
MENT (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 46). 
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SN 74-365,462. AMERICAN CONSOLIDATED MANUFAC- 
TURING CO., INC., WEST CONSHOHOCKEN, PA. 
FILED 3-8-1993. 


DSI 


FOR DENTAL PRODUCTS; NAMELY, COMPOSITIONS 
IN THE FORM OF A PASTE, OR IN THE FORM OF A 
POWDER AND A LIQUID WHICH ARE MIXED TO- 
GETHER TO FORM A PASTE, WHICH COMPOSITIONS 
ARE USED IN COSMETIC BONDING OR DENTAL RES- 
TORATION; LIQUID COMPOSITIONS FOR APPLICA- 
TION TO A TOOTH, FOR PROMOTING ADHESION BE- 
TWEEN A COSMETIC BONDING COMPOSITION AND 
THE TOOTH; DENTURE IMPRESSION MATERIALS; 
BONDING ADHESIVES FOR ORTHODONTIC APPLI- 
ANCES; POLISHING PASTES FOR SMOOTHING DEN- 
TURE MATERIALS; ETCHING SOLUTIONS FOR 
ROUGHENING ENAMELS; ADHESIVES FOR USE IN 
DENTISTRY; AND COMPOSITIONS IN THE FORM OF A 
POWDER AND A LIQUID WHICH ARE MIXED TO- 
GETHER TO FORM A PASTE, FOR APPLICATION TO 
THE SURFACE OF A DENTURE, FOR CUSHIONING 
THE DENTURE AGAINST THE GUM; COMPOSITIONS 
IN THE FORM OF A POWDER AND A LIQUID WHICH 
ARE MIXED TOGETHER TO FORM A PASTE, WHICH 
COMPOSITIONS ARE USED TO MAKE TEMPORARY 
CROWNS AND BRIDGES (U.S. CLS. 5 AND 44). 


SN 74-366,514. BOEHRINGER INGELHEIM KG, D-6507 IN- 
GELHEIM AM RHEIN, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 
3-10-1993. 


BUSCOPAN 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 549851, 
DATED 10-7-1942, EXPIRES 10-3-2001. 

FOR SPASMOLYTIC FOR THE GASTRO-INTESTINAL 
TRACT AND BILIARY DUCT FOR HUMAN AND VET- 
ERINARY USE (US. CL. 18). 


SN 74-366,963. BOEHRINGER INGELHEIM VETMEDICA 
GMBH, D-6507 INGELHEIM AM RHEIN, FED REP 
GERMANY, FILED 3-11-1993. 


VENTIPULMIN 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 952882, 
DATED 12-22-1976, EXPIRES 3-9-1996. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,244,105. 

FOR VETERINARY PREPARATIONS; NAMELY, ANTI- 
BIOTICS AND BRONCHOSPASMOLYTICS FOR VETERI- 
NARY USE (U.S. CL. 18). 
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SN 74-373,780. PRINCETON BIOMEDITECH CORPORA- 
TION, MONMOUTH JUNCTION, NJ. FILED 3-31-1993. 


LIFESIGN MI 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MI”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CARDIAC PROTEIN TEST KIT CONSISTING PRI- 
MARILY OF SOLUTIONS AND MARKER PANELS FOR 
THE DETECTION OF MYOCARDIAL INFARCTION (U.S. 
CLS. 18 AND 44). 


SN 74-377,629. ALTA-DENA CERTIFIED DAIRY, INC., 
CITY OF INDUSTRY, CA. FILED 4-12-1993. 


ANYTIME COMPLETE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COMPLETE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


FOR LIQUID FOOD SUPPLEMENT (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-379,330. MALLINCKRODT MEDICAL, 
LOUIS, MO. FILED 4-16-1993. 


INC., ST. 


SONOTRAST 


FOR ULTRASOUND CONTRAST MEDIA FOR USE IN 
MEDICAL IMAGING (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-386,754. SMITHKLINE BEECHAM P.L.C., BRENT- 
FORD, MIDDLESEX TW8 9EP, ENGLAND, FILED 
5-4-1993. 


UBENEX 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON UNITED 
KINGDOM APPLICATION NO. 1517858, FILED 11-4-1992. 

FOR PHARMACEUTICAL AND MEDICINAL PREP- 
ARATIONS AND SUBSTANCES; NAMELY, PREPARA- 
TIONS TO RELIEVE THE SIGNS AND SYMPTOMS OF 
PROSTATE DISEASE (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-387,529. SMITHKLINE BEECHAM P.L.C., BRENT- 
FORD, MIDDLESEX TW8 9EP, ENGLAND, FILED 
5-4-1993. 


UREPROX 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON UNITED 
KINGDOM APPLICATION NO. 1,517,888, FILED 11-4-1992. 

FOR PHARMACEUTICAL AND MEDICINAL PREP- 
ARATIONS AND SUBSTANCES; NAMELY, PREPARA- 
TIONS TO RELIEVE THE SIGNS AND SYMPTOMS OF 
PROSTATE DISEASE (U.S. CL. 18). 
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SN 74-388,602. CARLSBAD TECHNOLOGY, INC., CARLS- 
BAD, CA. FILED 5-11-1993. 


FOR PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARATIONS; NAMELY, 
DERMATOLOGICAL MEDICATIONS, MEDICATED 
SKIN CREAMS, OINTMENTS, LOTIONS, POWDERS, 
SPRAYS, MEDICATED NON-COLORING SHAMPOOS 
AND CONDITIONERS, MEDICATED HEMORRHOIDAL 
CREAM, ANOREXICS (APPETITE SUPPRESSANTS), 
ASTHMA PREPARATIONS, CERUMENOLYTICS, OPH- 
THALMIC PREPARATIONS, EYE WASH, NASAL PREP- 
ARATIONS, DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS, INFANT FORMU- 
LAS, INSECT BITE AND STING PREPARATIONS, 
NAUSEA MEDICATIONS, THROAT LOZENGES AND 
MEDICATED LOZENGES, TOOTH DESENSITIZING 
PREPARATIONS, PREPARATIONS FOR THE RELIEF OF 
TEETHING DISCOMFORT, ORAL CONTRACEPTIVE 
PREPARATIONS, CONTRACEPTIVE FOAMS, CREAMS 
AND JELLIES, PREPARATIONS FOR THE TREATMENT 
OF VAGINAL ITCH AND YEAST INFECTIONS (U.S. CL. 
18). 


SN 74-392,283. CALORIE SHOP WEIGHT LOSS CENTERS 
OF AMERICA, INC., THE, AKRON, OH. FILED 
5-18-1993. 


CALORIE EXPRESS 


FOR NUTRITIONAL SUPPLEMENTS USED IN ASSO- 
CIATION WITH WEIGHT REDUCTION AND WEIGHT 
CONTROL PROGRAMS (US. CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 11-6-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-6-1992. 


SN 74-392,726. KLABIN COMPUTER AND MARKETING 
CONSULTANTS LTD., INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 
5-4-1993. 


PRO-SANOA 


FOR NUTRITIONAL FOOD SUPPLEMENT; NAMELY, 
CONCENTRATED SERENOA REPENS OIL (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-393,758. SCHELL, PAUL, FLOYD, VA. FILED 
5-24-1993. 


NOAH’S SHIPMATES 


FOR PHARMACEUTICALS; NAMELY, VITAMIN PREP- 
ARATIONS, VITAMIN TABLETS AND CONTAINERS OF 
VITAMINS (U.S. CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 8-8-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-17-1993. 
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SN 74-393,876. FEED SPECIALTIES CO., INC., DBA LEO 
COOK CO., FORT WAYNE, IN. FILED 5-24-1993. 


FOR NUTRITIONAL ADDITIVES FOR LIVESTOCK 
FEED; NAMELY, SUPPLEMENTS, PREMIXES, VITA- 
MINS, AND MINERALS; MEDICATED LIVESTOCK 
FEEDS, AND MEDICATED LIVESTOCK CRUMBLES 
(U.S. CLS. 18 AND 46). 

FIRST USE 11-29-1978; IN COMMERCE 11-29-1978. 


SN 74-395,955. AMERICAN HOME PRODUCTS CORPORA- 
TION, MADISON, NJ. FILED 5-28-1993. 


CP 


FOR PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARATION CONTAIN- 
ING ESTROGENS USED IN ESTROGEN REPLACEMENT 
THERAPY (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-396,277. J. WOODALL & ASSOCIATES, INC., AT- 
LANTA, GA. FILED 6-1-1993. 


U.S. PRO-KIL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “U.S.”", APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PREPARATION FOR DESTROYING VERMIN (US. 
CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 11-5-1983; IN COMMERCE 11-5-1983. 


SN 74-396,743. INTRACELL NUTRITION INC., FAIRVIEW, 
NJ. FILED 6-1-1993. 


OSTEOCOMPLETE 


FOR DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS CONSISTING OF VITA- 
MINS, MINERALS AND OTHER NUTRIENTS (U.S. CL. 
18). 
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SN 74-397,226. PRINCIPLE BUSINESS ENTERPRISES, 
INC., DUNBRIDGE, OH. FILED 6-3-1993. 


KUFGUARDS 


FOR ELASTIC LEG GATHER SOLD AS AN INTEGRAL 
COMPONENT OF DISPOSABLE UNDERPANTS AND 
BRIEFS FOR USE BY PERSONS WITH URINARY INCON- 
TINENCE (U.S. CLS. 39 AND 44). 

FIRST USE 4-16-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-16-1993. 


SN 74-399,292. LEINER HEALTH PRODUCTS INC., TOR- 
RANCE, CA. FILED 6-4-1993. 
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NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ASSURED RELEASE”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR VITAMINS AND DIETARY FOOD SUPPLEMENTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-400,332. FLAIR 
FILED 6-11-1993. 


IMAGE, INC., HOUSTON, TX. 


No.Weigh! 


Appetite Control Spray 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “APPETITE CONTROL SPRAY”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR APPETITE SUPPRESSANT IN THE FORM OF AN 
ORAL SPRAY (U.S. CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 11-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 11-24-1992. 
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SN 74-400,725. LIM LABORATORIES, INC., RICHMOND, 
VA. FILED 6-10-1993. 


VIRICAPCIDE 


FOR MICROENCAPSULATED BIO-PESTICIDES FOR 


AGRICULTURAL AND HOME GARDENING USE (U.S. 
CL. 6). 


SN 74-401,346. NEW MOON EXTRACTS, INC., BRATTLE- 
BORO, VT. FILED 6-14-1993. 


NEW CHAPTER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,754,798. 
FOR FOOD SUPPLEMENTS (U.S. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 6-1-1988; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1988. 


SN 74-401,347. NEW MOON EXTRACTS, INC., BRATTLE- 
BORO, VT. FILED 6-14-1993. 


EVERY MAN 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,754,798. 
FOR FOOD SUPPLEMENTS (U.S. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 6-1-1988; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1988. 


SN 74-403,074. SONUS PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., COSTA 
MESA, CA. FILED 6-15-1993. 


ECHOGEN 


FOR PHARMACEUTICALS FOR USE IN ULTRASONIC 
SCANNING (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-403,286. PBI/GORDON CORPORATION, KANSAS 
CITY, MO. FILED 6-21-1993. 


STOPIT 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 819,334. 


FOR FUNGICIDE FOR AGRICULTURAL AND DOMES- 
TIC USE (U.S. CL. 6). 


SN 74-403,362. GOUPIL, JEAN-JACQUES, 92100 BOU- 
LOGNE BILLANCOURT, FRANCE, FILED 6-16-1993. 


PSORADERM-5 


FOR PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARATION FOR DER- 
MATOLOGICAL USE (U.S. CL. 18). 
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SN 74-403,842. EVERETT LABORATORIES, INC., EAST 
ORANGE, NJ. FILED 6-21-1993. 


TUSSAFED 


FOR PHARMACEUTICALS; NAMELY, COUGH MEDI- 
CINES (U.S. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1983; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1983. 


SN 74-405,633. AMERICAN CYANAMID COMPANY, 
WAYNE, NJ. FILED 6-25-1993. 


SINGLES 


FOR NUTRITIONAL AND DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-406,278. ZINPRO CORPORATION, EDINA, MN. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


ZinPLEX 


FOR NUTRITIONAL FEED SUPPLEMENTS FOR USE 
WITH LIVESTOCK (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-406,439. GLAXO GROUP LIMITED, GREENFORD, 
MIDDLESEX UB6 ONN, UNITED KINGDOM, FILED 
6-24-1993. 


AMALAN 


OWNER OF UNITED KINGDOM REG. NO. A1445028, 
DATED 10-25-1990, EXPIRES 10-25-1997. 

FOR PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARATIONS AND SUB- 
STANCES ALL FOR THE CENTRAL NERVOUS SYSTEM 
AND AVAILABLE ON PRESCRIPTION ONLY (U.S. CL. 
18). 


SN 74-406,480. MARLYN NUTRACEUTICALS, INC., DBA 
NATURALLY VITAMINS, SCOTTSDALE, AZ. FILED 
6-28-1993. 


CELLCYCLE MINERALLS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MINERALS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR VITAMINS AND DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS (U.S. 
CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 4-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1993. 
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SN 74-406,596. DEL PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., FARM- 


INGDALE, NY. FILED 6-28-1993. 


PERIOSEPTIC 


FOR ORAL HYGIENE PREPARATIONS; NAMELY, AN- 
TISEPTIC CLEANSING GEL FOR RELIEF OF MINOR 
INFLAMMATIONS AND IRRITATIONS (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-406,984. METAGENICS, INC., SAN CLEMENTE, CA. 
FILED 6-25-1993. 


CARBOPLEX 


FOR DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS; NAMELY, DIETARY 
SUPPLEMENTS FOR INCREASING CALORIE INTAKE 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


FIRST USE 9-9-1983; IN COMMERCE 9-9-1983. 


SN 74-407,406. AMERICAN CYANAMID COMPANY, 
WAYNE, NJ. FILED 6-30-1993. 


CRESCENT 


FOR HERBICIDES FOR AGRICULTURAL USE (U.S. CL. 
6). 


SN 74-407,671. BIOTECH (N.A.) CORPORATION, FLUSH- 
ING, NY. FILED 6-30-1993. 


T-LYMPHOCELL 


FOR DIETARY SUPPLEMENTS (US. CL. 18). 


SN 74-408,038. TERRA INTERNATIONAL, INC., SIOUX 
CITY, IA. FILED 7-1-1993. 


TOTAL 


FOR HERBICIDES FOR AGRICULTURAL USE (U.S. CL. 
6). 
FIRST USE 3-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1991. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-408,093. BIOKIT, S.A., 08186-LLICA D’AMUNT (BAR- 
CELONA), SPAIN, FILED 6-28-1993. 


FOR CHEMICAL REAGENTS FOR CLINICAL USE (US. 
CL. 18). 


FIRST USE 5-0-1975; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1990. 


SN 74-408,299. MCKINNEY, RODDY, BATON ROUGE, LA. 
FILED 7-2-1993. 


HERB-A-LEAN 


FOR ALL NATURAL DIETARY FOOD SUPPLEMENTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-408,626. OWENS, MARK, CASTLE ROCK, CO. AND 
OWENS, CAROLINE, CASTLE ROCK, CO. FILED 
7-1-1993. 


ULTRA GOLD RECOVERY 
PAK 


FOR VITAMINS AND NUTRITIONAL SUPPLEMENTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-408,628. OWENS, MARK, CASTLE ROCK, CO. AND 
OWENS, CAROLINE, CASTLE ROCK, CO. FILED 
7-1-1993. 


ULTRA GOLD PEP PAK 


FOR VITAMINS AND NUTRITIONAL SUPPLEMENTS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 
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SN 74-409,303. ALCON LABORATORIES, 
WORTH, TX. FILED 6-30-1993. 


OPTI-PURE 


FOR PRODUCTS FOR USE WITH CONTACT LENSES; 
NAMELY, A STERILE AEROSOL SALINE SOLUTION AS 
WELL AS A KIT CONTAINING SALINE SOLUTION, 
CLEANERS, AND SOOTHING DROPS (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 
52). 


INC., FORT 


SN 74-409,305. PHARMACYCLICS, 
VIEW, CA. FILED 7-1-1993. 


GADOLITE 


FOR DIAGNOSTIC PREPARATIONS FOR CLINICAL 
OR MEDICAL LABORATORY USE; NAMELY, A CON- 
TRAST AGENT FOR MAGNETIC RESONANCE IMAG- 
ING (U.S. CL. 18). 


INC., MOUNTAIN 


SN 74-409,380. SILVERMAN, MARVIN, LINCOLNWOOD, 
IL. FILED 7-6-1993. 


NUTRILESE 


FOR POWDERED FOOD SUPPLEMENTS FOR PETS 
(U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-409,625. DERMA SCIENCES, INC., OLD FORGE, PA. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


DERMAGRAN 


FOR IMPREGNATED GAUZE DRESSINGS (U.S. CLS. 
18 AND 44). 
FIRST USE 12-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-15-1992. 


SN 74-409,660. ALLERGAN, INC., IRVINE, CA. FILED 
7-1-1993. 


OCUSURG 


FOR STERILE SALINE SOLUTIONS FOR USE AS IRRI- 
GANTS IN OPHTHALMIC SURGERY (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-409,661. 
7-1-1993. 


ALLERGAN, INC., IRVINE, CA. FILED 


OPHTHO 


FOR OPHTHALMIC PHARMACEUTICALS (U.S. CL. 18). 
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SN 74-409,663. ALLERGAN, 
7-1-1993. 


INC., IRVINE, CA. FILED 


OPHTHO-DIPIVEFRIN 


FOR OPHTHALMIC PHARMACEUTICALS (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-409,947. ELI LILLY AND COMPANY, INDIANAPO- 
LIS, IN. FILED 7-1-1993. 


MEMCOR 


FOR PHARMACEUTICAL PREPARATIONS FOR THE 
TREATMENT OF ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-409,954. CIBA-GEIGY CORPORATION, ARDSLEY, 
NY. FILED 7-7-1993. 


OMEGA 


FOR AGRICULTURAL HERBICIDE (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 
10). 


SN 74-410,053. SYNTEX PUERTO RICO, INC., KM 1.1 HU- 
MACAO, PUERTO RICO, FILED 7-1-1993. 


GIVE PAIN THE BLUES 


FOR ANALGESIC, ANTI-INFLAMMATORY AND 
ANTI-PYRETIC PREPARATION (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-410,179. SMITHKLINE BEECHAM CORPORATION, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. FILED 7-7-1993. 


LEVEL 


FOR VETERINARY PHARMACEUTICALS; NAMELY, 
CATTLE AND SHEEP IMMUNIZATIONS (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-410,276. LOGRET IMPORT & EXPORT CO., SAN 
DIEGO, CA. FILED 7-6-1993. 


MAXICAL 


FOR VITAMIN AND MINERAL SUPPLEMENTS IN 
SOFT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 18). 
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SN 74-410,314. RICHARDSON-VICKS INC., CINCINNATI, 
OH. FILED 7-7-1993. 


HOTSIP 


FOR PREPARATIONS FOR RELIEF OF COLD AND 
FLU SYMPTOMS (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-410,494. SENJU PHARMACEUTICAL CO., LTD., 
OSAKA, JAPAN, FILED 7-9-1993. 


MYTEAR PLUS 


FOR EYE DROPS (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-410,935. BIOLINK INTERNATIONAL 
CANTON, OH. FILED 7-12-1993. 


BIOLINK 


FOR FOOD SUPPLEMENTS; NAMELY, NON-PRE- 
SCRIPTION NUTRITION AND WEIGHT MANAGEMENT 
SUPPLEMENTS CONTAINING VITAMINS, MINERALS 
AND HERBS (U.S. CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 


INC., 


SN 74-410,951. RECKITT & COLMAN INC., WAYNE, NJ. 
FILED 7-12-1993. 


AMERICAN WILDFLOWERS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “AMERICAN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR AIR FRESHENER (U.S. CL. 6). 


SN 74-410,972. INTERNATIONAL BIOKINETICS CORP., 
OREM, UT. FILED 7-8-1993. 


NUTRIVITA 


FOR DIETARY SUPPLEMENT (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-411,070. SPORTS ONE, INC., MIDDLETOWN, CT. 
FILED 7-12-1993. 


SPORTS ONE 


FOR VITAMIN AND MINERAL FOOD SUPPLEMENTS 
(US. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 3-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-15-1993. 
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SN 74-411,305. COMBE INCORPORATED, WHITE PLAINS, 
NY. FILED 7-12-1993. 


SEA-BOND 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,068,476. 
FOR DENTURE ADHESIVES (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 44). 
FIRST USE 10-22-1976; INCOMMERCE 10-22-1976. 


SN 74-411,527. INTERNATIONAL BIOKINETICS CORP., 
OREM, UT. FILED 7-8-1993. 


SUPER NUTRIVITA 


FOR DIETARY SUPPLEMENT (U.S. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 6-19-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-19-1993. 


SN 74-411,828. L & S RESEARCH CORPORATION, LAKE- 
WOOD, NJ. FILED 7-13-1993. 


CYBERGENICS FOR HARD 


GAINERS 


FOR VITAMIN AND FOOD SUPPLEMENTS (U.S. CL. 
18). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1993. 


SN 74-412,702. ROHM AND HAAS COMPANY, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


MITRON 


FOR FUNGICIDES, HERBICIDES, INSECTICIDES AND 
PESTICIDES; PREPARATIONS FOR DESTROYING 
VERMIN, ALL FOR AGRICULTURAL USE (US. CL. 6). 


SN 74-412,703. ROHM AND HAAS COMPANY, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


JOUST 


FOR FUNGICIDES, HERBICIDES, INSECTICIDES AND 
PESTICIDES; PREPARATIONS FOR DESTROYING 
VERMIN, ALL FOR AGRICULTURAL USE (U.S. CL. 6). 
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SN 74-413,006. MEAD JOHNSON & COMPANY, EVANS- 
VILLE, IN. FILED 7-16-1993. 


ESTRACE-LO 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 976,274. 


FOR ESTROGEN FOR THERAPEUTIC PURPOSES (U.S. 
CL. 18). 


SN 74-413,040.. BENARD INDUSTRIES, INC., DBA OTC 
PHARMACEUTICAL PRODUCTS, MIAMI, FL. FILED 
7-16-1993. 


NEUROBION 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,440,416. 

FOR VITAMIN SUPPLEMENTS; PHARMACEUTICAL 
PREPARATIONS USED FOR THE TREATMENT OR AL- 
LEVIATION OF DISORDERS REQUIRING PARENTER- 
AL ADMINISTRATION OF VITAMINS (U.S. CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 12-10-1982; IN COMMERCE 8-19-1984. 


SN 74-413,093. VIRGINIA TECH INTELLECTUAL PROP- 
ERTIES, INC., BLACKSBURG, VA. FILED 7-16-1993. 


VTRM-1 


FOR VACCINE FOR THE PREVENTION OF BRUCEL- 
LOSIS IN ANIMALS AND HUMANS (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-413,178. ROHM AND HAAS COMPANY, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


CHEETAH 


FOR FUNGICIDES, HERBICIDES, INSECTICIDES AND 
PESTICIDES; PREPARATIONS FOR DESTROYING 
VERMIN, ALL FOR AGRICULTURAL USE (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-413,179. ROHM AND HAAS COMPANY, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


INTREPID 


FOR FUNGICIDES, HERBICIDES, INSECTICIDES AND 
PESTICIDES; PREPARATIONS FOR DESTROYING 
VERMIN, ALL FOR AGRICULTURAL USE (US. CL. 18). 
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SN 74-413,180. ROHM AND HAAS COMPANY, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


BATON 


FOR FUNGICIDES, HERBICIDES, INSECTICIDES AND 
PESTICIDES; PREPARATIONS FOR DESTROYING 
VERMIN, ALL FOR AGRICULTURAL USE (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-413,379. SIMTHKLINE BEECHAM CORPORATION, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


AMPI-CAP 


FOR ANTIBIOTIC PREPARATION FOR VETERINARY 
USE (U.S. CL. 18). 


SN 74-413,401. NATURAL ORGANICS, INC., MELVILLE, 
NY. FILED 7-12-1993. 


CALCIGIZER 


FOR POWDERED DIETARY SUPPLEMENT (US. CL. 
18). 
FIRST USE 6-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 


SN 74-419,873. DAWSON HOME FASHIONS, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 8-2-1993. 


DAWSON SERENE BATH 


FOR ROOM SPRAY DEODORIZER (U.S. CL. 6). 


SN 74-420,593. ROUSSEL-UCLAF CORPORATION, MONT- 
VALE, NJ. FILED 8-3-1993. 


INTERCEPT 


FOR INSECTICIDES FOR LAWNS AND HOUSEHOLD 
USE (U.S. CL. 6). 


SN 74-423,788. TISHCON CORP., WESTBURY, NY. FILED 
8-13-1993. 


THUMB’S UP 


FOR PHARMACEUTICAL PRODUCT; NAMELY, DIE- 
TARY SUPPLEMENTS (U.S. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 4-7-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-7-1993. 
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SN 74-231,268. FLEXITALLIC LIMITED, MANCHESTER, 
ENGLAND, FILED 12-17-1991. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 91,864, 
OTHERS. 

NEITHER THE LINING NOR SHADING ON 
MARK REPRESENTS ANY COLOR. 

THE MARK COMPRISES OF PERSPECTIVE VIEW OF 
A PARTIALLY BROKEN AWAY SPIRAL WOUND 
GASKET, IN WHICH THE PROXIMAL BROKEN AWAY 
END FORMS THE DISTAL BROKEN AWAY END FORMS 
A FLAT EDGE. 

FOR SPIRAL WOUND GASKETS MADE PRIMARILY 
OF METAL FOR PACKING, PIPE JOINTS AND THE 
LIKE (U.S. CL. 35). 

FIRST USE 1-22-1951; IN COMMERCE 1-22-1951. 


1,468,318 AND 


THE 
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SN 74-318,596. H. C. STARCK GMBH & CO. KG, D-3380 
GOSLAR, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 9-29-1992. 


FOR FULL LINE OF REFRACTORY AND NON-FER- 
ROUS METALS AND SEMI METALS AND THEIR 
ALLOYS AND COMPOUNDS AND METALLIC POW- 
DERS THEREOF FOR USE IN METALLURGY, METAL 
WORKING, SURFACE TREATMENT AND WEAR RE- 
SISTANCE IN THE CERAMIC, CHEMICAL, ELECTRI- 
CAL, ELECTRONICS, NUCLEAR, OPTICAL, PAINT AND 
COATING, AND REFRACTORIES INDUSTRIES; 
NAMELY, RAW OR PARTIALLY WORKED NONFER- 
ROUS METALS OR ALLOYS IN FORM OF POWDER, 
GRANULES, RODS OR INGOTS FOR INDUSTRIAL FUR- 
THER PROCESSING, CONSISTING OF ONE OR MORE 
OF COBALT, NICKEL, VANADIUM, NIOBIUM, TANTA- 
LUM, CHROMIUM, MOLYBDENUM, TUNGSTEN, RHENI- 
UM, TITANIUM, ZIRCONIUM, HAFNIUM AND OF THE 
RARE EARTH ELEMENTS; SOLDER ALLOYS IN 
POWDER FORM; RAW MATERIALS IN POWDER FORM 
FOR HARD METAL PROCESSING; LE., COBALT, 
NICKEL AND BORIDES, CARBIDES, NITRIDES, CAR- 
BONITRIDES AND SILICIDES OF THE ELEMENTS VA- 
NADIUM, NIOBIUM, TANTALUM, CHROMIUM, MOLYB- 
DENUM, TUNGSTEN, TITANIUM, ZIRCONIUM, HAFNI- 
UM AND OF THE RARE EARTH ELEMENTS; PULVERU- 
LENT MATERIALS (INCLUDING MATERIALS CON- 
TAINING NOBLE METALS), BASED ON METALS, 
METAL BORIDES, STEEL ALLOYS, METAL CARBIDES, 
HYPEREUTECTIC CARBIDES AND PREALLOYS FOR 
THE PRODUCTION OF WELD FILLER MATERIALS; 
PULVERULENT MATERIALS FOR THERMAL SPRAY- 
ING WHICH ARE BASED ON METALLIC SUBSTANCES 
AND HAVE A SPECIFIC PARTICLE SIZE SPECTRUM 
RENDERING THEM SUITABLE FOR COATING SUR- 
FACES BY FLAME-SPRAYING AND PLASMA-SPRAY- 
ING PROCESSES; PULVERULENT MATERIALS (IN- 
CLUDING MATERIALS CONTAINING NOBLE METALS), 
BASED ON METALS AND PREALLOYS FOR THE PRO- 
DUCTION OF WELD FILLER MATERIALS; ORES OF NI- 
OBIUM, TANTALUM, MOLYBDENUM, TUNGSTEN, 
COBALT AND NICKEL (U.S. CL. 14). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1980; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1980. 


SN 74-337,283. GREGORY ENVIRONMENTAL SYSTEMS, 
CARLSBAD, NM. FILED 12-7-1992. 


ENDURO-PAK 


FOR STEEL CONTAINERS FOR HAZARDOUS WASTE 
AND NUCLEAR WASTE MATERIALS (US. CL. 2). 
FIRST USE 3-9-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-9-1992. 
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SN 74-353,775. CARDINAL ALUMINUM COMPANY, LOU- 
ISVILLE, KY. FILED 1-29-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “E-Z HINGE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE MARK COMPRISES THE WORDS “E-Z HINGE” 
AND HIGHLY STYLIZED DESIGN OF PICTURE 
FRAMES. 

FOR METALLIC HINGES FOR PICTURE FRAMES (U.S. 
CL. 13). 

FIRST USE 6-24-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-24-1992. 


SN 74-365,726. SHERRITT GORDON LIMITED, TORON- 
TO, ONTARIO, MSL 1Bl, CANADA, FILED 3-8-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 689,738, 
OTHERS. 

THE LINING IN THE DRAWING IS FOR SHADING 
PURPOSES ONLY. 

FOR CYLINDRICAL CASTINGS OF ABRASION RE- 
SISTANT IRON-BASED ALLOY WELDABLE OR 
WELDED ONTO A METALLIC SUBSTRATE TO PRO- 
VIDE A PATTERN OF SPACED APART PROTRUSIONS 
(U.S. CL. 14). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1982; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1982. 


1,362,893 AND 
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SN 74-384,026. TRIUMPH INTERNATIONAL, INC., LOS 
ANGELES, CA. FILED 4-29-1993. 


FOR METAL KEY CHAINS, METAL KEY RINGS AND 
METAL BADGES (U.S. CLS. 13 AND 50). 


SN 74-392,623. LOFTUS, MARTIN J., BALTIMORE, MD. 
FILED 5-20-1993. 


SEASHAFT 


FOR BARS OF STAINLESS STEEL OR OTHER STEEL 
ALLOYS FOR BOAT PROPELLER SHAFTS (U.S. CL. 14). 
FIRST USE 6-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1993. 


SN 74-400,433. HARSCO CORPORATION, 
BURG, PA. FILED 6-11-1993. 


WORMLEYS- 


SHER-LOCK 


FOR METAL CYLINDER VALVES HAVING A LOCK- 
ING MEMBER TO PREVENT THE VALVE FROM BEING 
UNINTENTIONALLY OPENED (U.S. CLS. 13 AND 25). 


SN 74-401,777. HIGHLAND SUPPLY CORPORATION, 
HIGHLAND, IL. FILED 6-11-1993. 


DONNEGAL 


FOR ALUMINUM FOIL WRAP (U.S. CLS. 14 AND 37). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1983; INCOMMERCE 1-31-1983. 
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SN 74-401,852. HIGHLAND SUPPLY CORPORATION, 
HIGHLAND, IL. FILED 6-11-1993. 


VELVETONE 


FOR ALUMINUM FOIL WRAP (U.S. CLS. 14 AND 37). 
FIRST USE 12-0-1958; IN COMMERCE 12-31-1958. 


SN 74-401,853. HIGHLAND SUPPLY CORPORATION, 
HIGHLAND, IL. FILED 6-11-1993. 


FANFARE 


FOR ALUMINUM FOIL WRAP (U.S. CLS. 14 AND 37). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1984; IN COMMERCE 1-31-1984. 


SN 74-412,966. MEDALIST INDUSTRIES, 
GROVE, IL. FILED 7-12-1993. 


INC., ELK 


BSD-2000 


FOR METAL FASTENERS; NAMELY, SCREWS (U.S. 
CL. 13). 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


SN 74-075,454. MDC MAX DATWYLER BLEIENBACH AG, 
3368 BLEIENBACH, SWITZERLAND, FILED 5-6-1993. 


POLISHMASTER 


FOR MACHINE TOOLS FOR MACHINING THE SUR- 
FACE OF ROTOGRAVURE CYLINDERS (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1976; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1976. 


SN 74-223,553. DECOSONIC INC., SAINT-LAURENT, 
QUEBEC, CANADA, FILED 11-20-1991. 


PROLOCK 


FOR HOUSEHOLD SEALING UNITS FOR VACUUM 
SEALING OF BAGS (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 6-10-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1992. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-231,487. PRODUCTION TOOL SUPPLY CO, 
WARREN, MI. FILED 12-16-1991. 


AMERICAN TWIST DRILLS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TWIST DRILLS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR MACHINES AND MACHINE TOOLS IN THE 
NATURE OF CUTTING TOOLS; NAMELY, POWER 
DRILL BITS, DRILLING MACHINES, POWER-OPERAT- 
ED TAP DRILLS, CARBIDE DRILL INSERTS AND MILL- 
ING MACHINES AND DIES FOR USE WITH MACHINE 
TOOLS, SOLD SOLELY THROUGH APPLICANT'S 
STORES AND CATALOGS (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1985. 


SN 74-319,459. MCNEIL (OHIO) CORPORATION, ST. 
PAUL, MN. FILED 10-2-1992. 


KEY-REDI 


FOR RECIPROCATING OR CENTRIFUGAL PUMPS 
AND ACCESSORIES THEREFOR SOLD AS A UNIT (U.S. 
CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 5-27-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-27-1993. 


SN 74-324,735. RANK GROUP INCORPORATED, LONDON 
El 8BW, ENGLAND, FILED 10-21-1992. 


FOR CARD PRINTING MACHINE (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-326,919. EASTMAN MACHINE COMPANY, BUFFA- 
LO, NY. FILED 10-29-1992. 


BLUE STREAK 


FOR CLOTH CUTTING AND CLOTH SPREADING MA- 
CHINES (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 8-24-1976; IN COMMERCE 8-24-1976. 
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SN 74-347,592. PERRY, LENORE E., LEO, IN. FILED 
1-12-1993. 


DURA-MAX 


FOR MACHINES PARTS; NAMELY, GROOVING AND 
CUTTING TOOLS AND KNIFE BLADES FOR METAL- 
WORKING MACHINE TOOLS AND SIGNMAKING MA- 
CHINES AND TOOL HOLDERS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 4-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1993. 


SN 74-372,663. A&T DEVELOPMENT CORP., CINCIN- 
NATI, OH. FILED 3-29-1993. 


ATWAY 


FOR MACHINES FOR PREVENTING DETERIORA- 
TION OF CONCRETE GARAGE STRUCTURES (US. CL. 
23). 

FIRST USE 12-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-14-1992. 


SN 74-376,718. FCC EXPORT INC., BELL, CA. FILED 
4-8-1993. 


~nPOWERS* 
USA 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “USA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR STARTERS AND ALTERNATORS FOR AUTOMO- 
BILES (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 21). 

FIRST USE 2-11-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-11-1993. 


SN 74-386,071. HERMANN SPICHER GMBH, 5000 KOLN 
80, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 5-4-1993. 


SPICHER DOCK 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 2023252, 
DATED 10-28-1992, EXPIRES 5-7-2001. 

FOR MECHANICAL DEVICES IN THE NATURE OF 
CONVEYORS FOR DELIVERING AND PROVIDING 
WORKPIECES FOR MACHINES IN WHICH THESE 
WORKPIECES ARE PROCESSED (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-391,157. AMERICAN BILTRITE INC., WELLESLEY 
HILLS, MA. FILED 5-17-1993. 


FIX RITE 


FOR ADHESIVE TAPE DISPENSING MACHINES (U.S. 
CL. 23). 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 7—(Continued). 


SN 74-395,042. NOMA OUTDOOR PRODUCTS, INC., JACK- 
SON, TN. FILED 5-25-1993. 


NOMA TURBO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TURBO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LAWN MOWERS AND PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. 
CL. 23). 


SN 74-403,057. THERMAL DYNAMICS CORPORATION, 
ST. LOUIS, MO. FILED 6-16-1993. 


SIGNATURE 


FOR PLASMA ARC METAL CUTTING SYSTEM COM- 
PRISED OF A PORTABLE POWER SUPPLY, TORCH 
AND LEADS (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-404,518. VIKING ENGINEERING & DEVELOP- 
MENT, INCORPORATED, FRIDLEY, MN. FILED 
6-21-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. f 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED VIKING SHIP | 
DESIGN. 

FOR HYDRAULICALLY, PNEUMATICALLY AND ME- 
CHANICALLY POWERED MACHINE TO ASSEMBLE 
WOOD PALLETS (USS. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1976; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1976. 


1,525,260, 1,565,510 AND 
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SN 74-409,155. MESABI EQUIPMENT COMPANY, INC., 
MINNEAPOLIS, MN. FILED 7-2-1993. 


BAD BOY 


FOR ROAD CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR EQUIP- 
MENT; NAMELY, SELF-PROPELLED COMPACTING 
MACHINES USED FOR COMPACTING SOILS, AGGRE- 
GATES AND ASPHALT (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-410,021. WOODS EQUIPMENT COMPANY, 
OREGON, IL. FILED 7-2-1993. 


INTRA-DRIVE 


FOR GEARBOX FOR MOWING MACHINES AND FOR 
ROTARY MOWERS AND CUTTERS (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-410,571. JB DEVELOPMENT, 
FILED 7-9-1993. 


INC., HOLT, MI. 


HIPPO HYDRAULIC 
COMPACTOR 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HYDRAULIC COMPACTOR”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MACHINES AND MACHINE TOOLS; NAMELY, 
COMPACTION ROLLER FOR COMPACTING SURFACES 
(U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1991. 


SN 74-411,727. SCHILLER-PFEIFFER, INC., SOUTHAMP- 
TON, PA. FILED 7-9-1993. 


MONARCH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 341,557. 

FOR POWER LAWN AND GARDEN EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, CULTIVATORS, SPRAYERS, CLIPPERS, 
HEDGE TRIMMERS, EDGERS, LEAF BLOWERS, LINE 
TRIMMERS AND LAWN MOWERS, AND PARTS THERE- 
FOR (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-412,868. FUELTEC, INC., HUTCHINSON, KS. FILED 
7-15-1993. 


FUELTEC 


FOR PROPANE CARBURETION PARTS FOR GASO- 
LINE POWERED MOTORS (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 23). 


151-842 TMOG-94-14 - QL3 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 7—(Continued). 


SN 74-412,956. VIKING RANGE CORPORATION, GREEN- 
WOOD, MS. FILED 7-14-1993. 


POWER PLUS JAM-INATOR 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “POWER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR FOOD WASTE DISPOSERS (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-413,459. K & M INDUSTRIES, INC., BEND, OR. 
FILED 7-14-1993. 


BARBARRIER 


FOR GUARD FOR CHAIN SAW (US. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 6-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1993. 


SN 74-413,796. CHICAGO SEWING MACHINE CO., INC., 
LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 7-19-1993. 


PANTHER 


FOR STRAIGHT KNIFE CUTTING MACHINES FOR 
USE IN THE TEXTILE INDUSTRY (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-414,317. THOMSON INDUSTRIES, 
WASHINGTON, NY. FILED 7-19-1993. 


INC., PORT 


SMART 60 CASE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 639,298. 
FOR MACHINE PARTS; NAMELY, HARDENED STEEL 
SHAFTING (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-414,318. THOMSON INDUSTRIES, 
WASHINGTON, NY. FILED 7-19-1993. 


INC., PORT 


SUPER SMART BALL 
BUSHING 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 650,866, 
1,788,700. 

SEC. 2(F) AS TO “BALL BUSHING”. 

FOR BEARINGS; NAMELY, BALL BEARINGS FOR 
LINEAR MOTION (U.S. CL. 23). 


1,576,046 AND 
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3N 74-414,319. THOMSON INDUSTRIES, 
WASHINGTON, NY. FILED 7-19-1993. 


SMART BALL BUSHING 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 650,866, 
1,788,700. 

SEC. 2(F) AS TO “BALL BUSHING”. 

FOR BEARINGS; NAMELY, BALL BEARINGS FOR 
LINEAR MOTION (USS. CL. 23). 


INC., PORT 


1,576,046 AND 


SN 74-414,320. THOMSON INDUSTRIES, 
WASHINGTON, NY. FILED 7-19-1993. 


SUPER SMART 60 CASE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 639,298. 
FOR MACHINE PARTS; NAMELY, HARDENED STEEL 
SHAFTING (U.S. CL. 23). 


INC., PORT 


SN 74-414,411. R.A. JONES & CO. INC., COVINGTON, KY. 
FILED 7-1-1993. 


GLU’N TUK 


FOR CARTONING MACHINES; NAMELY, MACHINES 
FOR SELECTIVELY GLUING OR TUCKING END FLAPS 
OF CARTONS (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-414,639. PAPER, CALMENSON & CO., ST. PAUL, 
MN. FILED 7-20-1993. 


FH62 


FOR GRADER BLADES, DOZER BLADES, SCRAPER 
BLADES, LOADER BLADES, SNOW PLOW BLADES, EX- 
CAVATOR BLADES AND CUTTING EDGES (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-415,145. FUQUA INDUSTRIES, INC., ATLANTA, 
GA. FILED 7-20-1993. 


SAMURAI 


FOR LAWN AND GARDEN EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, 
BLADES FOR WALK-BEHIND MOWERS AND RIDING 
LAWN MOWERS (USS. CL. 23). 


SN 74-415,401. ULTRASONICS INTERNATIONAL CORPO- 
RATION, HUNTINGTON BEACH, CA. FILED 7-22-1993. 


CLUB-MAID 


FOR GOLF CLUB CLEANING MACHINE (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 9-3-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 
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SN 74-415,582. EVERGREEN INTERNATIONAL, 
LEBANON, IN. FILED 7-20-1993. 


INC., 


REGENERATOR 


FOR LAWN AND GARDEN CARE EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, A CHIPPER-VACUUM MACHINE (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-415,664. BLACK & DECKER CORPORATION, THE, 
TOWSON, MD. FILED 7-22-1993. 


BUFFBOSS 


FOR POWER TOOLS; NAMELY, BUFFERS AND POL- 
ISHERS (U.S. CL. 23). 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


SN 74-198,598. A&M PET PRODUCTS, INC., HOUSTON, 
TX. FILED 8-27-1991. 


SCOOP’N’CLEAN SUPER 
SCOOP 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SUPER SCOOP”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR TOOLS FOR REMOVING OR PICKING UP PET 
DROPPINGS (U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-296,963. HORIZON VENTURES CANADA INC., MIS- 
SISSAUGA, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 7-23-1992. 


AXE-MATE 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 698019, FILED 1-30-1992, REG. NO. 
TMA414013, DATED 6-25-1993, EXPIRES 6-25-2002. 

FOR AXE HOLDERS (US. CL. 23). 


| 
SN 74-345,622. PADGETT, RICHARD N., NORTH HOLLY- 
WOOD, CA. FILED 12-21-1992. 


-P-S-S-R- 


FOR HAND OPERATED TOOL USED TO REMOVE | 
THE PERFORATED SIDE STRIP FROM COMPUTER 
PAPER (U.S. CL. 23). i 

FIRST USE 6-2-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-2-1992. 
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SN 74-361,998. R & G BEELER COMPANY, 


INC., 
OXNARD, CA. FILED 2-25-1993. 


SEARCH SAFE 


FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT EVIDENCE COLLECTORS 
COMPRISING HAND TOOLS HAVING SUBSTANTIALLY 
PARALLEL SURFACES WITH A SIDE OPENING TO FA- 
CILITATE SEARCHING BETWEEN VEHICLE SEAT 
CUSHIONS AND THE LIKE (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 10-2-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-2-1990. 


SN 74-363,719. UNITED CUTLERY CORPORATION, SE- 
VIERVILLE, TN. FILED 3-1-1993. 


RAVEN 


FOR CUTLERY; NAMELY, POCKET KNIVES (U.S. CL. 
23). 


FIRST USE 4-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-14-1992. 


SN 74-411,902. STEPHENS, DALLAS, OJAI, CA. FILED 
7-12-1993. 


DISPOS-A-FILE 


FOR NAIL FILES (U.S. CLS. 23 AND 44). 


SN 74-413,898. IMPERIAL SCHRADE CORP., NEW YORK, 
NY. FILED 7-19-1993. 


RAPTOR 


FOR POCKET KNIVES AND SPORTING KNIVES (U.S. 
CL. 23). 


SN 74-414,288. HYDE MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
SOUTHBRIDGE, MA. FILED 7-19-1993. 


POLE CAT 


FOR HAND TOOLS; NAMELY, EXTENDABLE METAL 
SCRAPERS (U.S. CL. 23). 
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APPARATUS 


SN 73-828,563. RAYNET CORPORATION, MENLO PARK, 
CA. FILED 10-2-1989. 


REMOTE INTELLIGENT 
DISTRIBUTION ELEMENT 
SUPPORT 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND ASSOCIATED IN- 
STRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT IN THE 
FIELD OF OPTICAL FIBER TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 11-28-1988; IN COMMERCE 11-28-1988. 


SN 74-059,708. CANON KABUSHIKI KAISHA, TOKYO, 
JAPAN, FILED 5-17-1990. 


NAVIGATOR 


FOR COMBINATION PERSONAL COMPUTER, TELE- 
PHONE, FACSIMILE AND WORD PROCESSOR UNIT 
AND COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR PERSONAL AND 
OFFICE USE (U.S. CLS. 21, 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 12-18-1989; IN COMMERCE 12-18-1989. 


SN 74-069,526. NEW ENGLAND CARBON 
TION, YONKERS, NY. FILED 6-13-1990. 


CORPORA- 


C 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE THE GEOGRAPHICALLY DESCRIPTIVE DESIGN 
OF THE OUTLINE OF NEW ENGLAND, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CARBON ELECTRICAL BRUSHES (US. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1990. 
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SN 74-074,638. GENERIC SOFTWARE, INC., BOTHELL, 
WA. FILED 7-2-1990. 


GENCADD 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. 
1,611,060. 

FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR GRAPHICS AND 
COMPUTER-ASSISTED DESIGN, INSTRUCTIONAL 
MANUALS USED THEREWITH SOLD AS A UNIT, AND 


FLOPPY DISK STORAGE CONTAINERS (U.S. CLS. 2, 26 
AND 38). 


NOS. 1,610,411, 1,610,412 AND 


SN 74-155,273. O.C.E.A.N. MICROSYSTEMS INC., CAMP- 
BELL, CA. FILED 4-8-1991. 


VISTA 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORD “VISTA” IN 
STYLIZED FORM. 

FOR MAGNETIC OPTICAL RETRIEVABLE REMOV- 
ABLE DISK DRIVES (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-161,596. DASH, 
4-29-1991. 


INC., LENEXA, KS. FILED 


DASH, INC. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR TELEPHONE EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, KEY 
SWITCH UNITS (KSU’S), PRIVATE BRANCH EX- 
CHANGES (PBX’S), AND ACCESSORY EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, CABLES, TELEPHONES AND TELEPHONE 
ADAPTERS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


SN 74-196,636. MATSUSHITA ELECTRIC WORKS, LTD., 
KADOMA-SHI, OSAKA 571, JAPAN, FILED 8-21-1991. 


TURQUOISE SWITCH 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. M69810/9WZ, FILED 
4-23-1991, REG. NO. 2,026,467, DATED 4-23-1991, EXPIRES 
4-23-2001. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SWITCH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LIMIT SWITCHES (U.S. CL. 21). 
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SN 74-198,554. KAUFEL GROUP LTD. DORVAL, 
QUEBEC, CANADA, FILED 8-27-1991. 


POWERFREE 


FOR SELF-LUMINOUS EXIT SIGNS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 
50). 


SN 74-210,971. SYQUEST TECHNOLOGY, FREMONT, CA. 
FILED 10-4-1991. 


IOTA 


FOR COMPUTER DISC DRIVES, DISC DRIVE CAR- 
TRIDGES; COMPUTER, SERVO, CONTROLLER, INTER- 
FACE, UTILITY AND DRIVER SOFTWARE AND IN- 
STRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD THEREWITH, AND IN- 
TEGRATED SYSTEMS AND SUB-SYSTEMS; NAMELY, 
COMPUTER DISC DRIVES, INTERFACES, CONTROL- 
LERS, AND COMPUTER SERVO, CONTROLLER, INTER- 
FACE, UTILITY AND DRIVER SOFTWARE, AND IN- 
STRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD THEREWITH (U.S. 
CLS. 26 AND 38). 


SN 74-213,857. MUZAK LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, SEAT- 
TLE, WA. BY ASSIGNMENT AND CHANGE OF NAME 
FROM MUZAK LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, SEATTLE, 
WA. FILED 10-16-1991. 


Z-TV 


FOR PRE-RECORDED VIDEO TAPES FEATURING 
MUSIC WITH OTHER ELEMENTS OF A PROMOTIONAL, 
RELAXATIONAL, INFORMATIVE, OR ENTERTAIN- 
MENT NATURE (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-215,686. SYMMETRIX, INC., BURLINGTON, MA. 
FILED 10-25-1991. 


SYMMETRIX 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS; NAMELY, PROGRAMS 
FOR AUTOMATION OF MANUFACTURING PROCESSES, | 
DISTRIBUTION OF GOODS, AND BUSINESS AND FI- | 
NANCIAL MANAGEMENT, FOR USE IN THE FIELD OF | 
BUSINESS AND FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT (U.S. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 9-11-1984; IN COMMERCE 9-11-1984. 
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SN 74-235,017. YAMAHA CORPORATION, SHIZUOKA- 
KEN, JAPAN, FILED 1-2-1992. 


FAX VODEM 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FAX”, APART FROM THE MARK’AS SHOWN. 

FOR MODEMS FOR USE IN FACSIMILE MACHINES, 
LARGE SCALE INTEGRATED CIRCUITS FOR USE IN 
MODEMS, PARTS FOR USE THEREWITH (US. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 7-5-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-5-1991. 


SN 74-240,499. INTROLAB PTY. LIMITED, NEW SOUTH 
WALES 2101, AUSTRALIA, FILED 1-27-1992. 


ARC 


FOR AUTOMATIC ELECTRONIC MOISTURE SENSING 
CONTROL FOR VEHICLE WINDSHIELD WIPERS (U.S. 
CLS. 19 AND 21). 


SN 74-242,417. HEALTH O METER, INC., BRIDGEVIEW, 
IL. FILED 1-31-1992. 


OWNER OF 
1,405,635. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PROFESSIONAL QUALITY SINCE 1919", APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE MARK CONSISTS IN PART OF A STYLIZED REP- 
RESENTATION OF A BALANCE BEAM SCALE. 

SEC. 2(F) AS TO THE REPRESENTATION OF THE 
SCALE. 

FOR WEIGHING SCALES (US. CL. 26). 


U.S. REG. NOS. 405,406, 1,405,628 AND 
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SN 74-249,712. MAGAMMENON 
LONDON, ONTARIO 
2-26-1992. 


CORPORATION, 
N6A 2P7, CANADA, FILED 


PATHER 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 688712, FILED 8-29-1991, REG. NO. 
TMA409460, DATED 3-12-1993, EXPIRES 3-12-2008. 

FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS IN THE FIELD OF CAL- 
ENDAR MANAGEMENT, CASELOAD MANAGEMENT, 
INFORMATION MANAGEMENT AND COMMUNICA- 
TION MANAGEMENT FOR PROFESSIONAL, BUSINESS 
AND PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION USE, AND MANUALS 
THEREFOR, SOLD AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-253,099. ISCO, INC., LINCOLN, NE. FILED 3-9-1992. 


RETRIEVER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,110,842. 

FOR FRACTION COLLECTORS AND COMPONENTS 
THEREOF (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 11-3-1969; IN COMMERCE 11-3-1969. 


SN 74-254,924. ESSENTIAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS, 
INC., CHARLESTON, WV. FILED 3-13-1992. 


PROPH=T 


FOR COMPUTER LOAN PROCESSING SOFTWARE 
FOR THE BANKING INDUSTRY (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 5-11-1990; IN COMMERCE 5-11-1990. 
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SN 74-257,362. SWEET TORQUE VIDEO MANUALS, INC., 
DBA VIDEO MANUALS, LONG BEACH, CA. FILED 
3-20-1992. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VIDEO MANUALS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR PRERECORDED VIDEO TAPE CASSETTES FEA- 
TURING INSTRUCTION IN MOTORCYCLE REPAIR AND 
MOTORCYCLE MECHANICS (U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 11-0-1990; INCOMMERCE 11-0-1990. 


SN 74-266,044. SAFARILAND LTD., INC., ONTARIO, CA. 
FILED 4-15-1992. 


VEST EXPRESS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VEST”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PROTECTIVE LIFE-SAVING CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, UNDERWEAR, SHIRTS, VESTS AND GROIN 
PROTECTORS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 39). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1990. 
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SN 74-270,198. SEQUOIA DATA CORPORATION, BURLIN- 
GAME, CA. FILED 4-28-1992. 


ScanF1x 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR ENCHANCING, RE- 
PAIRING, MANIPULATING AND PROCESSING IMAGES 
IN ELECTRONIC FORM, IMAGE SKEW DETECTION 
AND CORRECTION, LINE REMOVAL, SHADING RE- 
MOVAL, RANDOM SPECK REMOVAL, CHARACTER 
REPAIR, INVERSE TEXT CONVERSION, FORMS DE- 
TECTION AND REMOVAL, NON-TEXT IMAGE DETEC- 
TION AND REMOVAL, LANDSCAPE/PORTRAIT IDEN- 
TIFICATION AND ROTATION, DYNAMIC CONTRAST 
THRESHOLDING, PIXEL IMAGE VIEWING , AND 
OTHER IMAGE MANIPULATION AND ENHANCEMENT 
SUCH AS IMAGE ROTATION, MIRRORING, SEGMENT- 
ING; IMAGE SCANNING AND ELECTRONIC IMAGE 
PROCESSING AND MANIPULATION, DEVELOPMENT 
OF ELECTRONIC IMAGE PROCESSING PROGRAMS 
AND ANY SUCH PROGRAMS WHICH MAY BE IMPLE- 
MENTED IN COMPUTER HARDWARE FORM (USS. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 10-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-1-1991. 


SN 74-272,816. UNIX SYSTEM LABORATORIES, 
SUMMIT, NJ. FILED 5-6-1992. 


INC., 


FOR DIGITAL AND DATA COMMUNICATIONS OPER- | 
ATING SOFTWARE (US. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-279,415. INDUSTRIAL FASTENERS INSTITUTE, 


CLEVELAND, OH. FILED 5-29-1992. 


ci 


FOR PRERECORDED VIDEOTAPES FEATURING IN- 
FORMATION ABOUT THE FASTENER INDUSTRY (U.S. 
CL. 21) 


FIRST USE 2-15-1987; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1987. 


SN 74-280,447. CANTOR, ALAN, DBA CANTOR & COMPA- 
NY, BEVERLY HILLS, CA. FILED 5-26-1992. 


MQMS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR QUALITY CON- 
TROL MANAGEMENT (USS. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 5-13-1992; INCOMMERCE 5-13-1992. 


SN 74-281,654. SAVA RESEARCH CORPORATION, ST. PE- 
TERSBURG, FL. FILED 6-5-1992. 


FOR SINGLE AND MULTI-PORT SECURE COMMUNI- 
CATION SYSTEMS COMPRISING OF ELECTRONIC 
USER IDENTIFICATION CARDS, CONTROLLER MOD- 
ULES FOR INSTALLATION INTO A COMPUTER, INTER- 
FACES FOR INTERFACING THE USER IDENTIFICA- 
TION CARDS TO THE CONTROLLER MODULES, COM- 
PUTER PROGRAMS FOR SECURE INTERCOMPUTER 
COMMUNICATIONS AND INSTRUCTIONAL MANUALS 
SOLD THEREWITH, COMPUTERS, AND SECURE TER- 
MINALS FOR’ INTERFACING COMPUTERS AND 
MODEMS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 
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SN 74-289,441. SERVICE DE SECURITE INTERNATIO- 
NALE S S I INC./SECURITY SERVICE INTERNATION- 
AL S S I INC., MONTREAL, PROVINCE OF QUEBEC, 
CANADA, FILED 6-29-1992. 


NuvisZec 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 704603, FILED 5-8-1992, REG. NO. 
TMA412,698, DATED 5-21-1993, EXPIRES 5-21-2008. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORD “NUVISPEC” 
IN STYLIZED LETTERS. 

FOR CLOSED CIRCUIT TELEVISION SYSTEM AND 
PARTS; NAMELY, CAMERAS, MONITORS, REMOTE PO- 
SITIONING DEVICES, MANUAL AND AUTOMATIC 
SWITCHERS, AND PARTS THEREOF, VIDEO CASSETTE 
RECORDERS, DIGITAL RECORDING APPARATUS, 
SINGLE AND MULTIPLE CONTROLS, MICROCOMPUT- 
ER BASED CONTROLS, CONSOLS AND RACKING 
EQUIPMENT, FIXED LENS AND MOTORIZED ZOOM 
LENS, VIDEO SIGNAL EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, SIGNAL 
AMPLIFIERS, SIGNAL CORRECTORS, SCREEN SPLIT- 
TERS AND MULTIPLEXERS, VIDEO TRANSMISSION 
SYSTEMS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


SN 74-290,730. BORLAND INTERNATIONAL, 
SCOTTS VALLEY, CA. FILED 6-24-1992. 


INC., 


MERCURY 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN SPREAD- 
SHEET, DATABASE, WORD PROCESSING, NOTES, 
USER INTERFACE, APPLICATION DEVELOPMENT, 
AND PRODUCTIVITY ENHANCEMENT APPLICATIONS, 
ALL CONSTITUTING GROUPWARE OR WORKGROUP 
SOFTWARE AND PARTICULARLY FOR USE IN WIN- 
DOWS ENVIRONMENTS, AND INSTRUCTIONAL MANU- 
ALS DISTRIBUTED THEREWITH, USED IN THE FIELDS 
OF BUSINESS, COMMERCIAL, SCIENTIFIC, TECHNI- 
CAL, EDUCATIONAL AND PERSONAL COMPUTING 
USES, ALL USING WINDOWS TECHNIQUES (U.S. CL. 
38). 
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SN 74-302,484. CRITEC PTY LTD, HOBART, TASMANIA, 
AUSTRALIA, FILED 8-6-1992. 


a 


CRITEC 


OWNER OF AUSTRALIA REG. NO. A527015, DATED 
1-16-1990, EXPIRES 1-16-1997. 

FOR ELECTRICAL, ELECTRONIC AND COMMUNICA- 
TIONS APPARATUS; NAMELY, UNINTERRUPTIBLE 
ELECTRICAL POWER SUPPLIES, STANDBY ELECTRI- 
CAL POWER SUPPLIES, POWER LINE FILTERS, POWER 
LINE CONDITIONERS, ELECTRICAL POWER FILTERS, 
SURGE REDUCTION FILTERS, SHUNT ENERGY DIVER- 
SION APPARATUS, TRANSIENT BARRIERS, POWER 
LINE PROTECTION UNITS, COMMUNICATIONS LINE 
PROTECTION UNITS, AND EARTH IMPEDANCE 
METERS; MONITORING AND MEASURING APPARA- 
TUS; NAMELY, LIGHTNING STROKE COUNTERS, 
TRANSIENT RECORDERS, AND EARTHING MEASURE- 
MENT UNITS; RESEARCH AND TEST INSTRUMENTA- 
TION; NAMELY, DIGITIZER RECORDING APPARATUS 
AND LIGHTNING LEADER MONITORING UNITS FOR 
SCIENTIFIC USE; COMMUNICATIONS AND MONITOR- 
ING APPARATUS; NAMELY, LIGHTNING WARNING 
APPARATUS AND ASSOCIATED COMMUNICATIONS 
UNITS FOR USE WITH LIGHTNING DETECTION; PRO- 
TECTION, WARNING, LIGHTNING PROTECTION AND 
LIGHTNING WARNING APPARATUS; NAMELY, LIGHT- 
NING AIR TERMINALS, DISSIPATION ARRAYS, EARLY 
STREAMER EMISSION APPARATUS, DELAYED 
STREAMER EMISSION APPARATUS, SHIELDED AND 
CONVENTIONAL LIGHTNING DOWNCONDUCTORS, 
AND EARTHING RODS; LIGHTNING WARNING AND 
DETECTION INSTRUMENTS; NAMELY, LIGHTNING 
WARNING UNITS, LIGHTNING FREQUENCY AND DIS- 
TANCE DETECTION APPARATUS, AND LIGHTNING 
STROKE EVENT COUNTERS; LIGHTNING MONITOR- 
ING, DETECTION AND WARNING INSTRUMENTA- 
TION; NAMELY, LIGHTNING WARNING AND DETEC- 
TION APPARATUS, FRANKLIN AND FARADAY TYPE 
LIGHTNING PROTECTION APPARATUS COMPRISING 
COPPER, STAINLESS STEEL OR OTHER METALLIC 
STRIPS, RODS, CONNECTORS, TEST LINKS, TERMINA- 
TIONS, LIGHTNING RODS, EARTH PITS, AND EARTH 
STAKES; AND LIGHTNING PROTECTION AND WARN- 
ING APPARATUS COMPRISING DETECTION, MONI- 
TORING AND COMMUNICATIONS APPARATUS (U.S. 
CLS. 21 AND 26). 

FIRST USE 7-24-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-24-1991. 
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SN 74-303,757. DYNATEK AUTOMATION SYSTEMS INC., 
TORONTO, ONTARIO M3J 2Bl, CANADA, FILED 
8-13-1992. 


(DYMATEK 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE AND COMPUTER PE- 
RIPHERALS (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 12-0-1987; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1987. 


SN 74-306,423. COMPAGNIE INDUSTRIELLE DES 
LASERS CILAS, 91460 MARCOUSSIS, FRANCE, FILED 


a 
C 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FRANCE | 
APPLICATION NO. 92/407680, FILED 2-27-1992, REG. NO. 
92/407680, DATED 2-27-1992, EXPIRES 2-27-2002. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 885,020. 

THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLOR BLUE. NO 
CLAIM IS MADE TO COLOR. 

FOR LASERS FOR NON-MEDICAL USE; MASERS FOR 
NON-MEDICAL USE; RAMAN LASER APPARATUS; 
LASER FOR MEASURING PURPOSES; NAMELY, LASER 
TELEMETERS, LASER TARGET DESIGNATORS, 
LASERS FOR DETECTION OF CHEMICAL AGENTS 
AND TOXIC AGENTS, LASER GRANULOMETERS; BIN- 
OCULARS, RANGE FINDERS, GUIDANCE AND LAND- } 
ING SYSTEMS COMPRISING LIGHT BEAM GENERA- | 
TORS FOR AIRCRAFT; OPTICAL GUIDANCE AND} 
LANDING AID SYSTEMS COMPRISING LIGHT BEAM| 


SILES, MAGNETIC COMPASS, VIDEO CASSETTE RE-} 
CORDER, COMPUTERS, BLANK COMPUTER DISKS,} 
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SN 74-307,163. HODOUS, CARY, BEACHWOOD, OH. 
FILED 8-24-1992. 


THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS RED, 
YELLOW AND GREEN. 

FOR OPTICAL DEVICE FOR CLARIFYING THE VIEW- 
ING OF TRAFFIC LIGHTS (U.S. CL. 42). 

FIRST USE 5-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1992. 


SN 74-308,370. COMPUTALOG USA., 
WORTH, TX. FILED 8-26-1992. 


INC., FORT 


PHASe 


FOR ELECTRONICALLY POWERED SENSING TOOL, 
COMPUTER HARDWARE, AND COMPUTER SOFT- 
WARE, FOR THE USE IN WELL-LOGGING (U.S. CLS. 26 
AND 38). 

FIRST USE 8-31-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-30-1992. 


SN 74-308,888. TELLABS OPERATIONS, INC., LISLE, IL. 
FILED 8-28-1992. 


T-CODER 


SEC. 2(F). 

FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, VOICE AND DATA COMPRESSION EQUIP- 
MENT COMPRISING VOICE TRANSCODERS (U.S. CL. 
26). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1985. 
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SN 74-313,005. A.C.E. INTERNATIONAL COMPANY, IN- 
CORPORATED, SOUTH WALPOLE, MA. FILED 
9-10-1992. 


FOR WELDING MASK (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 5-26-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-26-1992. 


SN 74-317,385. TANKNOLOGY/ENGINEERED SYSTEMS, 
INC., TEMPE, AZ. BY MERGER WITH ENGINEERED 
SYSTEMS INC., TEMPE, AZ. FILED 9-28-1992. 


1 
iy ENGINEERED SYSTEMS INC. 
x /] 


OWNER OF USS. REG. NO. 1,610,441. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ENGINEERED SYSTEMS INC.”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PRODUCT CONTROL AND MONITORING SYS- 
TEMS COMPRISING ENVIRONMENTAL DATA GATH- 
ERING UNITS, PIPELINE SUPERVISORY CONTROL 
UNITS, VEHICLE FLEET FUEL MANAGEMENT SYS- 
TEMS, COMPRISING MOTOR FUEL BLENDERS FOR 
PRODUCT BLENDING AT LOADING TERMINALS, AND 
DATA INPUT TERMINALS SOLD TO USERS OF ELEC- 
TRONIC CONTROL AND MONITORING SYSTEMS SUCH 
AS PETROLEUM PIPELINE OPERATORS (U.S. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1971; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1971. 


SN 74-317,662. PALM COMPUTING, INC., LOS ALTOS, 
CA. FILED 9-25-1992. 


PALM PRINT 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAMS FOR 
HANDWRITING RECOGNITION AND RELATED IN- 
STRUCTION MANUALS SOLD TOGETHER AS A UNIT 
(U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-322,060. DELCAM INTERNATIONAL PLC, BIR- 


MINGHAM B10 OHJ, UNITED KINGDOM, FILED 
10-13-1992. 


DUCT 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAM FOR ME- 
CHANICAL ENGINEERS (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 5-30-1987; IN COMMERCE 5-30-1987. 


SN 74-322,837. DEFENSE SYSTEMS, INC., MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 10-16-1992. 


INDOSTAR 


FOR SATELLITES (U.S. CL. 21). 


SN 74-322,839. DEFENSE SYSTEMS, INC., MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 10-16-1992. 


THAISTAR 


FOR SATELLITES (US. CL. 21). 


SN 74-322,845. DEFENSE SYSTEMS, INC., MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 10-16-1992. 


AFRISTAR 


FOR SATELLITES (U.S. CL. 21). 


SN 74-322,848. DEFENSE SYSTEMS, INC., MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 10-16-1992. 


CARIBSTAR 


FOR SATELLITES (U.S. CL. 21). 
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SN 74-322,949. ADOBE SYSTEMS INCORPORATED, 
MOUNTAIN VIEW, CA. FILED 10-16-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. 
OTHERS. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR GRAPHIC APPLI- 
CATION FOR CREATING 3-D IMAGES AND INSTRUC- 
TION MANUALS ALL SOLD AS A UNIT USED PRIMARI- 
LY BY GRAPHIC ARTISTS, ILLUSTRATORS AND DESK- 
TOP PUBLISHERS (U.S. CL. 38). 


NOS. 1,482,233, 1,487,549 AND 


SN 74-326,160. CARL-ZEISS-STIFTUNG, DBA CARL 
ZEISS, 7082 OBERKOCHEN/WUERTTEMBERG, FED 
REP GERMANY, FILED 10-28-1992. 


PRISMO 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. Z11124/9WZ, FILED 
8-25-1992, REG. NO. 2037835, DATED 6-8-1993, EXPIRES 
8-25-2002. 

FOR THREE AXIS COORDINATE MEASURING MA- 
CHINE OPERATING THROUGH A TOUCH TRIGGER 
PROBE PIEZO CRYSTAL SENSING MECHANISM AND 
COMPUTER NUMERIC CONTROLLER, FOR VERIFYING 
OF DEMENSIONAL INTEGRITY OF MACHINED AND/ 
OR MANUFACTURED OBJECTS SUCH AS MOTOR VE- 
HICLE ENGINE BLOCKS, TRANSMISSION CASES, 
GEAR BOXES FOR MACHINE TOOLS, OR PRINTING 
PRESS COMPONENTS (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-327,464. RAM/BSE PAGING COMPANY, L.P., DBA 
RAM COMMUNICATIONS, WOODBRIDGE, NJ. FILED 
10-30-1992. i 


THE FAMILY PAGER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PAGER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RADIO PAGERS (U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 7-17-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-29-1992. 
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SN 74-330,818. E-SYSTEMS, INC., DALLAS, TX. FILED 
11-13-1992. 


AUTH CARD 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CARD”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR SECURITY SYSTEM; COMPRISING, PRINTED 
CIRCUIT CARD (U.S. CL. 21). 


SN 74-333,342. SOTAS, INC., BELTSVILLE, MD. FILED 
11-23-1992. 


CIRCUITSENTRY 


FOR COMPUTER BASED TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, AN INTERGRATION OF A MI- 
CROPROCESSOR, DATA CAPTURE AND ANALYSIS 
PRINTED CIRCUIT BOARD, SERIAL PORT AND 
MODEM THAT TESTS NONINTRUSIVELY THE QUAL- 
ITY OF DATA AND VOICE-GRADE CIRCUITS (U.S. CL. 
26). 

FIRST USE 10-23-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-10-1992. 


SN 74-333,355. 4TH DIMENSION SOFTWARE, LTD., TEL 
AVIV 61430, ISRAEL, FILED 11-6-1992. 


REPORTVIEWER 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS RECORDED ON MAG- 
NETIC MEDIA TO MANIPULATE FILES AND THE IN- 
STRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD THEREWITH (U.S. CL. 
38). 


SN 74-333,657. CAMBRIDGE SIGNAL TECHNOLOGIES, 
INC., CAMBRIDGE, MA. FILED 11-23-1992. 


TIMEFIELD ACOUSTIC 
CORRECTION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ACOUSTIC CORRECTION”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR DIGITAL AUDIO PROCESSOR, DIGITAL AUDIO 
EQUALIZER, DIGITAL SPECTRUM ANALYZER, DIGI- 
TAL NOISE CANCELLATION EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, 
DIGITAL EQUALIZER COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR 
PROCESSING DIGITAL AUDIO SIGNALS (U.S. CLS. 26, 
36 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 10-24-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-24-1992. 


SN 74-334,958. XEROX CORPORATION, STAMFORD, CT. 
FILED 11-27-1992. 


5388 


FOR PHOTOCOPIER (U.S. CL. 26). 
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SN 74-335,216. NEON SYSTEMS, INC., HOUSTON, TX. 
FILED 11-27-1992. 


SHADOW 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR DATABASE MAN- 
AGEMENT AND RELATED INSTRUCTION AND USER 
MANUALS LICENSED AS A UNIT THEREWITH (US. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 6-29-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-5-1992. 


SN 74-335,519. PHILIPS ELECTRONICS NORTH AMER- 
ICA CORPORATION, NEW YORK, NY. BY CHANGE 
OF NAME FROM NORTH AMERICAN PHILIPS COR- 
PORATION, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 11-30-1992. 


VECTOR 


FOR VIDEO GHOST CANCELLATION DEVICES; 
CABLE TELEVISION AND SATELLITE TELEVISION 
ENCODER AND DECODERS; AND TELEVISION RE- 
CEIVERS CONTAINING SUCH DEVICES (U.S. CLS. 21 
AND 26). 


SN 74-337,111. ON LINE SOLUTIONS, INC., SAN RAFAEL, 
CA. FILED 12-4-1992. 


COMMTRANS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR COMMUNICATION 
OF AND FOR TRANSLATING DATA FORMATS (U.S. CL. 
38). 


SN 74-338,009. LASERTECHNICS, INC., ALBUQUERQUE, 
NM. FILED 12-8-1992. 


THE INKLESS INK JET 


FOR LASER MARKING SYSTEMS COMPRISING A 
LASER, A POWER SUPPLY, COMPUTERS, COMPUTER 
PROGRAMS AND BEAM DELIVERY OPTICS (U.S. CLS. 
26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 11-8-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-8-1992. 


SN 74-338,995. BARRISTER INFORMATION SYSTEMS 
CORPORATION, BUFFALO, NY. FILED 12-10-1992. 


JAVELAN 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN THE TIME 
AND BILLING, CLIENT MANAGEMENT, CONFLICT AS- 
SESSMENT, LEGAL, ACCOUNTING AND FINANCIAL 
MANAGEMENT FIELDS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-9-1992; INCOMMERCE 10-9-1992. 
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SN 74-339,677. SAFETY TECHNOLOGY INTERNATION- 
AL, INC., WATERFORD, MI. FILED 12-14-1992. 


FOR THEFT AND TAMPERING PREVENTION DE- 
VICES; NAMELY, ELECTRICALLY OPERATED ANTI- 
TAMPERING ALARMS FOR FIRE ALARMS AND EMER- 
GENCY EXITS AND ELECTRONICALLY OPERATED 
ANTI-THEFT ALARMS FOR FIRE EXTINGUISHERS, 
OFFICE EQUIPMENT AND MODULAR TELEPHONES 
(U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1984; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1984. 


SN 74-339,702. SIERRA VIDEO SYSTEMS, INC., GRASS 
VALLEY, CA. FILED 12-14-1992. 


SVS 


FOR ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONIC APPARATUS 
USED FOR THE GENERATION, PROCESSING, CON- 
TROL, DISTRIBUTION OR RECEPTION OF VIDEO, 
AUDIO AND DATA SIGNALS; NAMELY, VIDEO, AUDIO 
AND DATA ROUTING SWITCHERS, AUDIO AND 
VIDEO DISTRIBUTION AMPLIFIERS, VIDEO INSERT 
KEYERS AND MIXERS, VIDEO FORMAT CONVERTERS 
AND VIDEO SIGNAL BREAK-OUT BOXES (U.S. CLS. 21, 
26 AND 36). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1986; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1986. 


SN 74-339,780. ELSAG INTERNATIONAL B.V., AMSTER- 
DAM ZUIDOOST, NETHERLANDS, FILED 12-14-1992. 


PREMIER 


FOR SOFTWARE TO CONTROL THE MANUFACTUR- 
ING PROCESSES THAT PRODUCE PULP, PAPER, AND 
WOOD PRODUCTS (U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-340,116. PLAYBOY ENTERPRISES, INC., CHICAGO, 
IL. FILED 12-14-1992. 


PLAYBOY’S SEXIEST HOME 
VIDEOS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SEXIEST HOME VIDEOS”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PRE-RECORDED VIDEO CASSETTES FEATUR- 
ING ENTERTAINMENT FOR ADULTS (US. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 9-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-14-1992. 


SN 74-340,356. YEONG JUAN INDUSTRY CO., LTD., 


TAIPEI, TAIWAN, FILED 12-15-1992. 


9 


THE FOREIGN CHARACTERS IN THE MARK TRANS- 
LITERATE TO “YEONG JUAN” IN ENGLISH. 

FOR SWIMMING AIDS FOR RECREATIONAL USE; 
NAMELY, BODY SURFBOARD WITH A MOTOR DRIVEN 
PROPELLING DEVICE, INFLATABLE LIFE RAFTS AND 
RUBBER RINGS, DIVING SUITS, LIFE JACKETS, LIFE- 
BELTS, BREATHING REGULATORS, REGULATORS OF 
AIR BOTTLES, APPARATUS FOR MEASURING STAGE 
OF ASCENT (U.S. CL. 21). 


SN 74-341,271. LANSON INDUSTRIES, INC., MUSKEGO, 
WI. FILED 12-18-1992. 


LANSON 


SEC. 2(F). 

FOR SWITCH MATS AND ELECTRONIC CONTROLS 
USED THEREWITH, FOR USE IN THE OPERATION OF 
AUTOMATIC DOORS (U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1977; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1977. 
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SN 74-342,377. WINDBASE SOFTWARE, 


INC., GLEN- 
DALE, AZ. FILED 12-21-1992. 


WINDBASE 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE AS PROGRAM- 
MING UTILITIES FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMMING IN 
C++, UNIX AND DOS COMPUTER LANGUAGES (U.S. 
CL. 38). 


FIRST USE 10-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-21-1992. 


SN 74-343,200. INFORMATION MANAGEMENT GROUP, 
INCORPORATED, THE, CHICAGO, IL. FILED 
12-23-1992. 


PORTMANTEAU 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN THE FIELD 
OF DATABASE MANAGEMENT (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 11-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-15-1992. 


SN 74-343,259. NAVICO, 
12-24-1992. 


INC., LARGO, FL. FILED 


CORUS 


FOR MARINE ELECTRONICS; NAMELY, KNOT 
METERS, DEPTH SOUNDERS, WIND DIRECTION 
METERS, SPEED METERS, GPS (GLOBAL POSITIONING 
SYSTEM) RECEIVERS, VHF RADIOS, AUTO PILOTS, 
MARINE ELECTRONIC INTERFACE, ELECTRONIC 
COMPASSES; ELECTRONIC CHARTING INSTRUMENTS; 
NAMELY, DIGITAL MAPS, DIGITAL NAVIGATIONAL 
AIDS, AND DIGITAL POSITION AIDS; ENGINE INSTRU- 
MENT GAUGES; NAMELY, ENGINE HEAT GAUGES, 
ENGINE COOLING SYSTEM GAUGES, ENGINE OIL 
PRESSURE GAUGES, RPM GAUGES, VOLT METERS, 
AMPERAGE METERS, FUEL CONSUMPTION AND FUEL 
LEVEL GAUGES AND ENGINE FLUID LEVEL AND 
PRESSURE GAUGES; AND RACING INSTRUMENTS; 
NAMELY, VMG (VELOCITY MADE GOOD) METERS, 
COMPUTERIZED WIND SPEED, WIND DIRECTION, 
AND BOAT SPEED INSTRUMENTS WITH COMPUTER- 
IZED ANALYSIS CONTAINED IN ONE SINGLE INSTRU- 
MENT FOR USE WITH SAIL BOATS (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-345,755. PUTNAM BERKLEY GROUP, INC., THE, 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 1-5-1993. 


PUTNAM NEW MEDIA 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,691,461. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “NEW MEDIA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F) AS TO “PUTNAM”. 

FOR CD-ROMS AND ELECTRONIC PUBLICATIONS; 
NAMELY, MULTI-MEDIA INTERACTIVE SOFTWARE 
ON A VARIETY OF SUBJECTS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 
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SN 74-346,952. COMPUTER CONCEPTS CORP., BOHEMIA, 
NY. FILED 1-11-1993. 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND INSTRUCTION 
MANUALS SOLD THEREWITH FOR USE IN CONNEC- 
TION WITH DATA BASES TO ENHANCE SPEED AND/ 
OR PRODUCTIVITY; COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND IN- 
STRUCTION MANUALS SOLD THEREWITH FOR USE IN 
CREATING COMPATABILTY WITH OTHER DATA 
BASES; COMPUTER DATA BASE LOGIC PROCESSING 
BOARDS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1992. 





T™< 86 


CLASS 9—(Continued). 


SN 74-347,956. BRAL, FRAYDON, DBA AA CELLULAR 
ACCESSORIES, LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 1-13-1993. 


CELLULAR 
ACCESSORIES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CELLULAR ACCESSORIES”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CELLULAR TELEPHONES AND CELLULAR 
TELEPHONE ACCESSORIES; NAMELY, BATTERIES; 
BATTERY PACKS; BATTERY CHARGERS; ELECTRICAL 
POWER SUPPLIES; BATTERY ELIMINATORS; ELECTRI- 
CAL POWER CONDITIONERS; FAST BATTERY CHAR- 
GERS/CONDITIONERS; SLOW BATTERY CHARGERS/ 
CONDITIONERS; CORDS, PLUG-IN CORDS, SANDWICH 
STYLE CORDS, PLUGS, CONNECTORS, AND ADAPT- 
ERS FOR CELLULAR TELEPHONES; ANTENNAS, 
PORTABLE ANTENNAS, AND MOBILE ANTENNAS 
AND MOUNTING CLIPS THEREFORE; AND MOUNTING 
UNITS, HOLDERS, HANDS-FREE EQUIPMENT, CASES, 
AND LEATHER CASES FOR CELLULAR TELEPHONES 
(U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 4-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-14-1992. 


SN 74-348,327. INSURANCE INFORMATION TECHNOL- 
OGIES, LISLE, IL. FILED 1-14-1993. 


ERATE 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN THE IN- 
SURANCE INDUSTRY (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-348,864. VALLEY RECREATION PRODUCTS INC., 
BAY CITY, MI. FILED 1-15-1993. 


LEAGUE MACHINE 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR COMPILING AND 
MAINTAINING STATISTICAL DATA RELATING TO 
BOWLING, POOL, AND DART COMPETITIONS (U.S. CL. 
38). 
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SN 74-349,770. CLE GROUP, MENLO PARK, CA. FILED 
1-19-1993. 


THE INTERACTIVE 
COURTROOM 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INTERACTIVE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MULTIMEDIA COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND 
HARDWARE FOR USE IN TEACHING AND ADMINIS- 
TERING LAW-RELATED EDUCATION AND MANUALS 
THEREWITH SOLD AS A UNIT (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 3-2-1992. 


SN 74-350,734. PROFORM FITNESS PRODUCTS, 
LOGAN, UT. FILED 1-21-1993. 


INC., 


SHAPE WATCH 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SHAPE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ELECTRONIC APPARATUS FOR MONITORING A 
PERSON'S POSTURE (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-353,624. DIRECT COMM. INT'L, INC., AKA D.C.L, 
INC., FRANKTOWN, CO. FILED 1-29-1993. 


LEAD-IN SOFTWARE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SOFTWARE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR DEVELOPING DA- 
TABASES IN THE FIELD OF SALES LEAD MANAGE- 
MENT AND ACCOMPANYING USER MANUALS (U.S. 
CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-14-1992; INCOMMERCE 10-14-1992. 
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SN 74-354,353. RICH, TONY B., NEWPORT BEACH, CA. 
FILED 2-1-1993. 


WELLCORPS 


INTERNATIONAL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INTERNATIONAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE DEPTH PLANE OF THE LARGE “W” AT TOP- 
CENTER OF THE MARK IS REPRESENTED IN A PRIS- 
MATIC RAINBOW EFFECT OF ALL COLORS, BUT 
COLOR IS NOT CLAIMED AS PART OF THE MARK. 

FOR PRERECORDED MUSICAL SOUND RECORDINGS 
FEATURING MUSIC AND ENTERTAINMENT; NAMELY, 
AUDIO TAPES, VIDEO TAPES AND COMPACT DISCS 
(U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). 


SN 74-354,748. DIGITAL PRODUCTS, INC., WALTHAM, 
MA. FILED 2-2-1993. 


PRINTA KS 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE; NAMELY, PC BOARD 
PLACED INTO EXPANSION SLOT OF LASER PRINTERS 
TO CONNECT PRINTER TO LOCAL AREA NETWORK 
CABLING, ETHERNET AND TOKEN RING (U.S. CL. 26). 
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SN 74-355,688. GUCCI AMERICA, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 


FILED 2-4-1993. 


OWNER OF US. REG. NO. 1,143,984. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF TWO FACING “GG’S” CON- 
TAINED IN A CIRCLE. 

FOR EYEGLASS CASES; AND EYEGLASSES AND 
PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 26). 


SN 74-356,435. CSC INTELICOM, INC., BETHESDA, MD. 
FILED 2-8-1993. 


XLYNX 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND USER MANUALS 
SOLD AS A UNIT FOR USE AS A GRAPHICAL INTER- 
FACE FOR ACCESSING DATA BASES BY PROVIDERS 
OF COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1990; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1990. 


SN 74-357,373. CUBE COMPUTER CORPORATION, ELMS- 
FORD, NY. FILED 2-9-1993. 


CUBE 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE; NAMELY, SERVER, 
DESKTOP, LAPTOP, NOTEBOOK AND SUBNOTEBOOK 
COMPUTERS, COMPUTER MONITORS AND KEY- 
BOARDS (U.S. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 7-9-1990; IN COMMERCE 7-9-1990. 
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SN 74-357,489. TERRASCIENCES INC., LITTLETON, CO. 
FILED 2-10-1993. 


THE LINING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A FEA- 
TURE OF THE MARK AND IS NOT INTENDED TO INDI- 
CATE COLOR. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED “T”. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAMS IN THE 
FIELDS OF GEOSCIENCE AND GEOLOGICAL ANALY- 
SIS AND MANAGEMENT; NAMELY, LOG ANALYSIS, 
WELL CORRELATION, CROSS-SECTIONS, COMPOSITE/ 
COMPLETION LOGS, MAPPING, VOLUMETRICS, AND 
PRESENTATION OF SUCH DATA (USS. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1979; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1979. 


SN 74-357,543. GREGORY, SUSAN D., DBA SUSAN D. 
GREGORY & ASSOCIATES, DALLAS, TX. FILED 
2-10-1993. 


OCHEALTHY 
rRHOMES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HEALTHY HOMES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR AUDIO AND VIDEO TAPES FEATURING THE 
CREATION AND DEMONSTRATION OF A HEALTHY 
LIVING ENVIRONMENT FOR HOME, YARD, AND 
GARDEN (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). 
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SN 74-357,733. PEAK PERFORMANCE TECHNOLOGIES, 
INC., ENGLEWOOD, CO. FILED 2-5-1993. 


PEAK VIDEO ILLUSTRATOR 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VIDEO ILLUSTRATOR”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BIOMECHANICAL INSTRUCTIONAL/VIDEO 
COMPUTER UNITS AND COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR 
MEASURING TWO AND THREE DIMENSIONAL 
MOTION PATTERNS OF MOVING SUBJECTS (US. CLS. 
26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 5-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1992. 


SN 74-358,013. SONY ELECTRONICS, INC., PARK RIDGE, 
NJ. BY CHANGE OF NAME FROM SONY CORPORA- 
TION OF AMERICA, PARK RIDGE, NJ. FILED 
2-11-1993. 


DIGITAL MESSAGE 
SHUTTLE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DIGITAL MESSAGE”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR TELEPHONE ANSWERING MACHINES (US. CL. 
21). 


SN 74-358,766. TV ANSWER, INC., RESTON, VA. FILED 
2-16-1993 


EON 


FOR REMOTE TELEVISION INSTRUMENTS AND 
CONTROL SYSTEMS COMPRISING HAND HELD WIRE- 
LESS REMOTE CONTROL TELEVISION CONTROL IN- 
STRUMENTS AND CONVERTERS FOR INTERACTIVE 
MANUAL CONTROL OF TELEVISION RECEIVERS; 
INTERACTIVE TELEVISION SUBSCRIBER EQUIPMENT 
COMPRISING RADIO COMMUNICATION EQUIPMENT 
COUPLING TELEVISION SUBSCRIBERS TO INTERAC- 
TIVE BROADCAST STATIONS AND NETWORKS; DI- 
RECTIONAL ANTENNA SYSTEMS COMPRISING 
GROUND TO SATELLITE MICROWAVE DISHES AND 
ACCOMPANYING RADIO TRANSMITTERS AND RE- 
CEIVERS; DIGITAL RADIO TRANSMITTERS AND RE- 
CEIVERS AND TRANSCEIVERS; CELLULAR RADIO 
AND TV COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS COMPRISING 
PORTABLE TWO-WAY RADIO UNITS FOR COMMUNI- 
CATION BETWEEN SUBSCRIBERS AND A BROADCAST 
STATION AND STUDIO EQUIPMENT FOR THE BROAD- 
CAST STATION FOR COMMUNICATING WITH PORTA- 
BLE UNITS; SATELLITE COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS 
COMPRISING SATELLITE TRANSCEIVERS FOR RE- | 
LAYING POINT-TO-POINT IN A NETWORK OF TELEVI- | 
SION SUBSCRIBERS; TELEVISION BROADCAST EQUIP- 
MENT COMPRISING TRANSMITTERS AND STUDIO 


MITTERS, RECEIVERS AND 
SWITCHING APPARATUS, AND TRANSCEIVERS FOR} 
RELAYING BIDIRECTIONAL MESSAGES; TV TRANS- 
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MITTERS AND TRANSCEIVERS; MOBILE RADIO WAVE 
COMMUNICATION INSTRUMENTS COMPRISING 
RADIO TRANSMITTERS, RECEIVERS AND TRANS- 
CEIVERS; COMPUTER CONTROLLED TELEVISION SYS- 
TEMS COMPRISING COMPUTERS AND TELEVISION 
RECEIVERS INTERCONNECTED BY COMPUTER PRO- 
GRAMS WITH MANUAL INTERVENTION INSTRU- 
MENTS FOR INTERACTIVE CONTROL OF TELEVISION 
RECEIVERS; TELEVISION CONTROL SOFTWARE FOR 
USE IN INTERACTIVE CONTROL OF TELEVISION RE- 
CEIVERS AND BIDIRECTIONAL COMMUNICATION IN 
A NETWORK OF TELEVISION SUBSCRIBERS; MICRO- 
WAVE DIGITAL COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS FOR 
TWO-WAY WIRELESS COMMUNICATION IN A NET- 
WORK OF TELEVISION SUBSCRIBERS; RADIO AND TV 
BROADCASTING NETWORKS FOR PROCESSING PRO- 
GRAMS AND COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN RADIO 
AND TV STATIONS AND AUDIENCE PARTICIPANTS; 
SUBSCRIBER IDENTIFICATION SYSTEMS COMPRISING 
SWITCHING NETWORKS AND CODING-DECODING 
EQUIPMENT; COMMUNICATION SWITCHING SYSTEMS 
COMPRISING COMMUNICATION ROUTING EQUIP- 
MENT FOR RELAYING MESSAGES BETWEEN PARTICI- 
PANTS IN A BIDIRECTIONAL COMMUNICATION NET- 
WORK; INTERCONNECTION NETWORKS COMPRISING 
RADIO, CABLE AND SATELLITE RECEIVERS AND 
TRANSMITTERS COUPLED TO COMMUNICATE BE- 
TWEEN TWO REMOTE POINTS; RADIO AND TV MES- 
SAGE ENCRYPTION SYSTEMS COMPRISING CODERS 
AND DECODERS FOR PRIVATIZING COMMUNICA- 
TIONS; FACSIMILE EQUIPMENT FOR RELAYING 
VIDEO PRESENTATIONS FROM POINT TO POINT; 
ELECTRONIC MESSAGE DELIVERY SYSTEMS COM- 
PRISING VIDEO REPRODUCTION EQUIPMENT FOR 
ELECTRONICALLY PRESENTING MESSAGES, AND 
ELECTRONIC RADIO TRANSMISSION EQUIPMENT 
FOR CONVEYING MESSAGES TO REMOTE LOCA- 
TIONS; ELECTRONIC BILLING SYSTEMS FOR GOODS 
AND SERVICES COMPRISING COMPUTERIZED AC- 
COUNTING EQUIPMENT AND ELECTRONIC SALES 
PROCESSING EQUIPMENT FOR COMPLETING SALES 
OF SERVICES AND GOODS BETWEEN TELEVISION 
VIEWERS AND VENDORS; ELECTRONIC ACCOUNT- 
ING SYSTEMS FOR RADIO AND TV NETWORK TRANS- 
ACTIONS COMPRISING COMPUTERS AND DETECTORS 
FOR RECOGNIZING USE OF RADIO AND TV NET- 
WORK FACILITIES USED TO ESTABLISH AND BILL 
CHARGES FOR SELECTED USERS; AND GRAPHIC PAT- 
TERN GENERATING SYSTEMS FOR CRT DISPLAYS 
COMPRISING CATHODE RAY TUBES, VIDEO EQUIP- 
MENT FOR GENERATING DISPLAYS ON CATHODE 
RAY TUBE, VIDEO EQUIPMENT FOR GENERATING 
DISPLAYS ON CATHODE RAY TUBE SCREENS, INTER- 
ACTIVELY CONTROLLED EQUIPMENT FOR MODIFY- 
ING AND SELECTING DISPLAYS, AND ELECTRONI- 
CALLY STORED LIBRARIES OF GRAPHIC MATERIALS 
FOR VIDEO PRESENTATIONS (U.S. CLS. 21, 26 AND 38). 


SN 74-359,518. DIGITAL SECURITY CONTROLS LTD., 
DOWNSVIEW, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 2-16-1993. 


BRAVO 


FOR INTRUSION DETECTION DEVICES IN THE 
NATURE OF MOTION DETECTORS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 
26). 

FIRST USE 8-19-1991; INCOMMERCE 8-19-1991. 
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SN 74-359,941. JBA INTERNATIONAL INCORPORATED, 
ROLLING MEADOWS, IL. FILED 2-17-1993. 


JBA VIEWFINDER 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE WHICH CREATES A 
DATA WAREHOUSE BETWEEN A DATABASE AND A 
SPREADSHEET FOR A PERSONAL COMPUTER (U.S. CL. 
38). 


SN 74-360,620. SYSTEMS SOLUTIONS INC., PHOENIX, AZ. 
FILED 2-22-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE THE COMPUTER DISKETTE DESIGN, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FULL LINE OF COMPUTER SOFTWARE (U.S. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1984; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1984. 


SN 74-360,894. XANTEL CORPORATION, EAGAN, MN. 
FILED 2-22-1993. 


PRODUCTIVITY+PLUS SERIES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SERIES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR CLIENT SERVER 
MANUFACTURING PRODUCTIVITY SOFTWARE (U.S. 
CL. 38). 
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SN 74-362,047. DATA INDUSTRIAL CORPORATION, PO- 
CASSET, MA. FILED 2-25-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DATA INDUSTRIAL”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR LIQUID FLOW AND THERMAL ENERGY MEAS- 
UREMENT DEVICES; NAMELY, FLOW SENSORS, FLOW 
METERS, DIGITAL FLOW MONITORS, ANALOG FLOW 
TRANSMITTERS, BTU METERS, RELAY CONTROLS, 
PULSE-OUTPUT TRANSMITTERS AND FLOW TOTALIZ- 
ERS, AND ACCESSORIES THERETO; NAMELY, SENSOR 
INSERTS, SURGE SUPPRESSORS, POWER ADAPTORS, 
OPTOISOLATORS, MECHANICAL RELAYS, AND MEAS- 
UREMENT CONVERSION SOFTWARE PROGRAMS (U.S. 
CLS. 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1985. 


SN 74-362,265. TECHSONIC INDUSTRIES, 
FAULA, AL. FILED 2-26-1993. 


INC., EU- 


WIDE-EYE 


FOR MARINE ELECTRONIC APPARATUSES USED 
FOR NAVIGATION, RADIO COMMUNICATION AND 
FISHING (US. CL. 26). 


SN 74-362,266. TECHSONIC INDUSTRIES, 
FAULA, AL. FILED 2-26-1993. 


INC., EU- 


WIDE-ONE 


FOR MARINE ELECTRONIC APPARATUSES USED 
FOR NAVIGATION, RADIO COMMUNICATION AND 
FISHING (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


SN 74-362,267. TECHSONIC INDUSTRIES, 
FAULA, AL. FILED 2-26-1993. 


INC., EU- 


WIDE 


FOR MARINE ELECTRONIC APPARATUSES USED 
FOR NAVIGATION, RADIO COMMUNICATION AND 
FISHING (U.S. CL. 26). 
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SN 74-362,404. TECHSONIC INDUSTRIES, 
FAULA, AL. FILED 2-26-1993. 


INC., EU- 


WIDE-SIDE 


FOR MARINE ELECTRONIC APPARATUSES USED 
FOR NAVIGATION, RADIO COMMUNICATION AND 
FISHING (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-362,770. WOODLIFF, ANN SULLIVAN, SEATTLE, 
WA. FILED 3-1-1993. 


BREEZEWARE 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND INSTRUCTION 
MANUALS SOLD TOGETHER AS A UNIT FOR USE IN 
THE FIELD OF DATABASE SOFTWARE PERTAINING 
TO AUTOMATED DIRECTORIES (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-362,998. OBODEX COMPUTERS, INC., CLEARWA- 
TER, FL. FILED 3-1-1993. 


OBODEX 


FOR COMPUTERS AND AUXILIARY EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, PERSONAL COMPUTERS, NOTEBOOK PER- 
SONAL COMPUTERS, NETWORK COMPUTER SYSTEMS 
COMPRISING DOCKING STATION AND NETWORK 
CARDS, COMPUTER PERIPHERALS AND PARTS 
THEREOF; AND COMPUTER OPERATING SOFTWARE 
AND MANUALS SOLD TOGETHER AS A UNIT (US. 
CLS. 21, 26, 36 AND 38). 


SN 74-363,056. NOTIS SYSTEMS, INC., EVANSTON, IL. 
FILED 2-23-1993. 


PROPAC 


FOR GRAPHICAL USER INTERFACE SOFTWARE 
PROGRAMS AND INSTRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD 
AS A UNIT USED IN CONNECTION WITH A LIBRARY 
MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (U.S. CL. 38). 








JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 9—(Continued). 


SN 74-363,316. YAMAHA CORPORATION, HAMAMATSU- 
SHI, SHIZUOKA-KEN, JAPAN, FILED 2-24-1993. 


CINEMA 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CINEMA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR AUDIO APPARATUS AND INSTRUMENTS; 
NAMELY, AMPLIFIERS, RECEIVERS, SOUND PROCES- 
SORS, SIGNAL PROCESSORS, COMPACT DISC PLAY- 
ERS, SPEAKERS; AND VIDEO APPARATUS AND IN- 
STRUMENTS; NAMELY, TELEVISIONS, VIDEO CAS- 
SETTE RECORDERS AND VIDEO DISC PLAYERS (US. 
CLS. 21 AND 36). 


SN 74-364,325. VALENS BUSINESS MACHINES, HOLMES, 
PA. FILED 3-3-1993. 


vai 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR POLICE/SECURITY 
DEPARTMENT RECORD TRACKING (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 1-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1993. 


SN 74-366,990. DAKOTA SYSTEMS, 
METHUEN, MA. FILED 3-11-1993. 


INCORPORATED, 


DAKOTA 


FOR PROCESS GAS HANDLING SYSTEMS COM- 
PRISED OF PIPES, TUBING, MANIFOLDS, REGULA- 
TORS, CONTROLLERS, TANKS, ISOLATION BOXES, 
CONNECTORS, AND PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. 21! 
AND 26). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1985. 
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SN 74-367,550. BIRKMAYER 
YORK, NY. FILED 3-12-1993. 


USA CORP., THE, NEW 


AXIO SOFTWARE 
PRODUCTS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SOFTWARE PRODUCTS”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTERS; COMPUTER OPERATING PRO- 
GRAMS; COMPUTER WORKSTATIONS COMPRISED OF 
COMPUTER HARDWARE, PERIPHERALS, CABINETRY 
AND SHELVING; SMART CARDS; CARDS CONTAINING 
MICROCHIPS; SMART CARD READERS; PRINTERS; 
COMPUTER KEYBOARDS; COMPUTER MONITORS; 
DISK DRIVES; HARD DRIVES; OPTICAL SCANNING 
DEVICES; AND COMPUTER CHIPS; ALL FOR BUSI- 
NESS, PERSONAL, AND MEDICAL USES (US. CLS. 26, 32 
AND 38). 


SN 74-371,201. PINNACLE MICRO, INC., IRVINE, CA. AS- 
SIGNEE OF PINNACLE MICRO, INC., IRVINE, CA. 
FILED 3-23-1993. 


PMO 


FOR REWRITABLE OPTICAL DRIVES (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 


SN 74-372,406. LOCKWELL CORPORATION, NEWTON, 
MA. FILED 3-29-1993. 


TOOLSMITH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,383,075. 
FOR TAPE MEASURES (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 10-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 10-1-1992. 


SN 74-372,544. E. R. SQUIBB & SONS, INC., PRINCETON, 
NJ. FILED 3-29-1993. 


ACTISTAT 


FOR LABORATORY APPARATUS; NAMELY, CENTRI- 
FUGES, SYRINGES, MIXERS, BLOOD SEPARATORS, 
AND PROCESSORS, STORAGE CONTAINERS, AND AP- 
PLICATORS ALL FOR THE COLLECTION AND PROC- 
ESSING OF BLOOD FOR THE PREPARATION OF HEMO- 
STATIC PREPARATIONS AND OTHER BLOOD DERIVA- 
TIVES (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 36). 
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SN 74-374,176. FRIED PRODUCTS CORPORATION, NOR- 
RISTOWN, PA. FILED 4-1-1993. 


FRIED 


SEC. 2(F). 

FOR SOUND REPRODUCING EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, 
LOUDSPEAKERS (U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 10-7-1975; IN COMMERCE 10-7-1975. 


SN 74-374,822. WATERS RESEARCH COMPANY, ELGIN, 
IL. FILED 4-2-1993. 


PRO-FENCE 


FOR ELECTRONIC PET CONTAINMENT SYSTEM 
COMPRISING A TRANSMITTER, RECEIVER, ANIMAL 
COLLAR, ELECTRICAL FENCE WIRE, PARTS THERE- 
FOR AND INSTRUCTIONAL MANUAL AND/OR IN- 
STRUCTIONAL VIDEOTAPE SOLD AS A UNIT (USS. 
CLS. 21 AND 26). 


SN 74-376,192. SPRINGER-VERLAG NEW YORK, INC., 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 4-2-1993. 


THE ELECTRONIC 
LIBRARY OF SCIENCE 


FOR ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC APPARATUS; 
NAMELY, PRE-RECORDED AUDIO, VISUAL AND 
AUDIO-VISUAL ELECTRONIC DEVICES COMPRISING 
DISKETTES AND CD-ROMS USED TO ACCESS ELEC- 
TRONIC INFORMATION IN THE FIELDS OF SCIENCE, 
MATHEMATICS, ENGINEERING AND COMPUTER SCI- 
ENCE (U.S. CLS. 21, 26, 36 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 12-11-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-11-1992. 


SN 74-376,520. SOFLEX CORPORATION, SARASOTA, FL. 
FILED 4-6-1993. 


TRANSFORMATION 
SYSTEMS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SYSTEMS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR CONTAINING AC- 
COUNTING, INVENTORY, SERVICE HISTORY, LABOR 
AND PARTS ORDERS AND INVOICES, ELECTRONIC 
CATALOG, AND DIRECT MAIL INFORMATION DI- 
RECTED TO THE FIELD OF AUTOMOTIVE SALES, 
PARTS AND SERVICE; BOAT REPAIR; ELECTRONIC 
EQUIPMENT; MACHINERY REBUILDING AND REPAIR 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-30-1983; IN COMMERCE 9-30-1983. 
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SN 74-376,763. GERTNER, STEPHEN JAMES, 
EASTON, PA. FILED 4-8-1993. 


IR., 


CELTECH 


FOR LOUDSPEAKERS FOR PERSONAL AND PROFES- 
SIONAL USE (USS. CL. 21). 
FIRST USE 2-3-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-28-1992. 


SN 74-377,527. BELL ATLANTIC CORPORATION, PHILA- 
DELPHIA, PA. FILED 4-9-1993. 


STATLAN OACIS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN THE FIELD 
OF MEDICAL INFORMATION MANAGEMENT (US. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 12-2-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-2-1992. 


SN 74-377,809. JAZZ HIPSTER CORPORATION, CHUNG- 
HO CITY, TAIPEIHSIEN, TAIWAN, FILED 4-12-1993. 


FOR STEREO AMPLIFIER AND STEREO LOUD- 
SPEAKERS (U.S. CL. 21). 


SN 74-377,858. KAISER ELECTRO-OPTICS, INC., CARLS- 
BAD, CA. FILED 4-12-1993. 


SIM EYE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SIM”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR VIRTUAL IMAGE OPTICAL DISPLAYS (U.S. CL. 
26). 

FIRST USE 11-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-30-1992. 
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SN 74-378,475. SRD SHORASHIM MEDICAL LTD., SHOR- 
ASHIM, MOBILE POST MISGAV, 20 164, ISRAEL, 
FILED 4-8-1993. 


WAKEMAN 


FOR SOUND EMITTING APPARATUS ATTACHED TO 
EITHER THE BODY AND/OR AUTOMOBILE DESIGNED 
TO ENHANCE ALERTNESS IN DRIVERS AND MACHIN- 
ERY OPERATORS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


SN 74-379,021. ZANDT, GLORIA VAN, DBA VAN ZANDT 
PICK-UPS, MESQUITE, TX. FILED 4-15-1993. 


VINTAGE PLUS 


FOR ELECTRONIC PICKUPS AND TRANSDUCERS 
FOR PICKING-UP SOUNDS OF A GUITAR OR OTHER 
STRINGED INSTRUMENT (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1989. 


SN 74-379,131. GUARDALL NORTH AMERICA INC., MIS- 
SISSAUGA, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 4-15-1993. 


Gi Guardall 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE FOR 
USE IN SECURITY ACCESS CONTROL OF BUILDINGS 
AND PREMISES (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


SN 74-379,771. VAN ZANDT, GLORIA, DBA VAN ZANDT 
PICK-UPS, MESQUITE, TX. FILED 4-15-1993. 


TRUE VINTAGE 


FOR ELECTRONIC PICKUPS AND TRANSDUCERS 
FOR PICKING-UP SOUNDS OF A GUITAR OR OTHER 
STRINGED INSTRUMENT (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1989. 


SN 74-380,977. ONE TREE SOFTWARE, INC., RALEIGH, 
NC. ASSIGNEE OF ONE TREE SOFTWARE, RALEIGH, 
NC. FILED 4-15-1993. 


SOURCESAFE 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAMS DESIGNED 
TO TRACK, ORGANIZE AND MAINTAIN PROGRAM- 


MERS’ SOURCE CODE AND OTHER COMPUTER FILES 


(U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 3-6-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-6-1992. 
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SN 74-382,774. RAM/BSE COMMUNICATIONS, L-P., 
WOODBRIDGE, NJ. FILED 4-21-1993. 


CELLUVIEW 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND HARDWARE FOR 
CELLULAR TELECOMMUNICATIONS NETWORK MAN- 
AGEMENT, OPTIMIZATION AND PERFORMANCE 
MONITORING (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-383,520. MICROSOFT CORPORATION, REDMOND, 
WA. FILED 4-26-1993. 


LOBject 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS; NAMELY, UTILITY 
PROGRAMS AND DEVELOPMENT TOOLS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-383,750. TECHNESSEN LIMITED, MISSISSAUGA, 
ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 4-28-1993. 


UNTENNA 


FOR A/M F/M RADIO RECEPTOR ANTENNA, VHF 
UHF TELEVISION RECEPTOR ANTENNA (USS. CL. 21). 
FIRST USE 9-16-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-16-1992. 


SN 74-383,970. DEL MAR AVIONICS, IRVINE, CA. FILED 
1-25-1993. 


SPECTRAL ENTROPY 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,723,650. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SPECTRAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ELECTROCARDIOGRAPHIC EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN MONI- 
TORING AND ANALYZING ELECTROCARDIOGRAPHS 
(U.S. CL. 26). 
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SN 74-385,375. PATE, MILLARD, GAINESVILLE, FL. 
FILED 5-3-1993. 


VIRTUAL ENVIRONMENT 
NAVIGATOR 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VIRTUAL ENVIRONMENT”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR REALTIME INTER- 
ACTION WITH THREE DIMENSIONAL COMPUTER 
MODELS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 3-17-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-26-1992. 


SN 74-385,850. CAPITOL MULTIMEDIA, INC., WASHING- 
TON, DC. FILED 4-30-1993. 


SHARK ALERT 


FOR PRERECORDED DIGITAL COMPACT DISCS 
FEATURING EDUCATIONAL AND AMUSEMENT 
GAMES AND SCENES (U.S. CL. 36). 


SN 74-386,099. VEAL INDUSTRIES, INC., SOUTHFIELD, 
MI. FILED 4-29-1993. 


IT’S TOUCH-LESS 


FOR ELECTRICAL DEVICE IN THE NATURE OF AN 
AUTOMATIC TOILET SEAT DEVICE FOR USE IN CON- 
JUNCTION WITH A TOILET SEAT AND LID FOR AUTO- 
MATICALLY LIFTING AND LOWERING SAME AND 
PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


SN 74-386,958. INDUSTRIAL TRAINING CORPORATION, 
HERNDON, VA. FILED 5-6-1993. 


USA TRAINING 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TRAINING”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONIC APPARATUS; 
NAMELY, PRE-RECORDED AUDIO CASSETTES; PRE- 
RECORDED VIDEO CASSETTES; AUDIO DISCS; VIDEO 
DISCS; HARD AND FLOPPY DISCS FOR COMPUTERS; 
AND COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAMS ALL FEA- 
TURING MATERIAL DIRECTED AT MEETING THE 
SKILLS TRAINING NEEDS OF CORPORATIONS, EDU- 
CATIONAL INSTITUTIONS AND GOVERNMENT ORGA- 
NIZATIONS; AND COMPUTER HARDWARE (U.S. CLS. 
21, 26 AND 36). 
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SN 74-388,525. SEE TECHNOLOGIES - SOFTWARE ENVI- 
RONMENT FOR ENGINEERS LTD., HERZILA, 
ISRAEL, FILED 5-10-1993. 


VISUAL HDL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HDL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE USED IN THE FIELD OF 
ELECTRONIC DESIGN AUTOMATION, FOR THE PUR- 
POSE OF SIMULATING THE FUNCTION AND STRUC- 
TURE OF ELECTRONIC HARDWARE (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-389,105. HOBART BROTHERS COMPANY, TROY, 
OH. FILED 4-26-1993. 


VIPER 


FOR ORBITAL PIPE ARC WELDER (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 3-23-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-23-1993. 


SN 74-389,125. ONE CALL SYSTEMS, INC., PITTSBURGH, 
PA. FILED 5-7-1993. 


MAPCALL 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE, PRE-RECORDED 
SOFTWARE ON FLOPPY DISCS, AND USER MANUALS 
SOLD AS A UNIT THEREWITH, FOR PROVIDING MAPS 
SHOWING THE LOCATIONS OF UNDERGROUND OB- 
JECTS, SUCH AS UTILITY LINES (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 4-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1990. 


SN 74-389,153. MODERN CONTROLS, INC., MINNEAPO- 
LIS, MN. FILED 5-10-1993. 


VERITAB 


FOR ELECTRO-MECHANICAL PHARMACEUTICAL 
TABLET WEIGHING AND CLASSIFYING APPARATUS 
(U.S. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 3-26-1990; IN COMMERCE 1-21-1992. 


SN 74-390,837. WITMER, ROBERTSON DANIEL, MERCER 
ISLAND, WA. FILED 5-17-1993. 


TOUCANS 


FOR PHONOGRAPH RECORDS, PRE-RECORDED CAS- 
SETTE TAPES, COMPACT DISCS FEATURING MUSIC 
(U.S. CL. 36). 

FIRST USE 9-3-1988; IN COMMERCE 9-10-1988. 
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SN 74-390,858. CREATIVE TECHNOLOGY LTD., SINGA- 
PORE, FILED 5-17-1993. 


WAVE BLASTER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “WAVE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE FOR 
PRODUCING SOUND ON COMPUTERS, AND USER 
MANUAL THEREFOR SOLD AS A UNIT (US. CLS. 26 
AND 38). 


FIRST USE 12-0-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-0-1992. 


SN 74-390,901. ADAPTIVE RESEARCH CORPORATION, 
HUNTSVILLE, AL. FILED 5-17-1993. 


CFD2000 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN COMPUTA- 
TIONAL FLUID DYNAMICS ENGINEERING (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 1-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-6-1992. 


SN 74-390,902. SYNERGISTIC CONSULTANTS, 
HUNTSVILLE, AL. FILED 5-17-1993. 


INC., 


GEN7 SOFTWARE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SOFTWARE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR HYPERTEXT AND HYPERMEDIA COMPUTER 
SOFTWARE FOR INTELLIGENT DATA MANAGEMENT 
AND ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE APPLICATIONS (U.S. 
CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 11-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-1-1992. 


SN 74-391,345. SPORTS MOUSE, 
FILED 5-17-1993. 


INC, WAYSIDE, NJ. 


Sports Mouse 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MOUSE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER PERIPHERAL INPUT DEVICES IN 
THE NATURE OF A MOUSE SHAPED AS BALLS OF 
VARIOUS TYPES USED IN SPORTS (US. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-391,547. ELECTROTEK CONCEPTS, INC., KNOX- 
VILLE, TN. FILED 5-14-1993. 


FlukeView 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE WITH A PER- 
SONAL COMPUTER AND A SCOPEMETER TO PER- 
FORM MATHEMATICAL CALCULATIONS AND 
PRESENT GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATIONS (U.S. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 1-8-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-8-1993. 


SN 74-391,706. GREEN HILLS SOFTWARE, INC., SANTA 
BARBARA, CA. FILED 5-17-1993. 


MULTI 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR DEVELOPING 
COMPUTER SOFTWARE (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 12-31-1991; INCOMMERCE 12-31-1991. 


SN 74-392,330. SIRIUS SOLUTIONS, INC., SAN FRANCIS- 
CO, CA. FILED 5-10-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE THE REPRESENTATION OF THE DOLLAR 
SYMBOL, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLOR GRAY. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR MANAGING PER- 
SONAL AND SMALL BUSINESS FINANCES; COMPUTER 
SOFTWARE FOR AUTOMATED ACCOUNTING (U.S. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 2-22-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-22-1993. 
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SN 74-392,799. INTELLICALL, INC., CARROLLTON, TX. 
FILED 5-20-1993. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED LETTER “I”. 

FOR TELEPHONES, COMPUTER HARDWARE, AND 
COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR CONTROLLING AND 
SWITCHING TELEPHONES (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 38). 


SN 74-392,800. INTELLICALL, INC., CARROLLTON, TX. 
FILED 5-20-1993. 


INTELLICALL 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,360,331. 

THE MARK CONSISTS IN PART, OF A STYLIZED 
LETTER “I”. 

FOR TELEPHONES, COMPUTER HARDWARE, AND 
COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR CONTROLLING AND 
SWITCHING TELEPHONES (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 38). 


SN 74-393,965. LIAFAIL, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN. FILED 
5-24-1993. 


BEYOND WORDS 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN MULTIME- 
DIA APPLICATIONS IN THE FIELD OF ADULT BASIC 
EDUCATION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 11-1-1990; IN COMMERCE 11-1-1990. 
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SN 74-393,978. ELECTROMEDIA PRODUCTIONS, NORTH 
HOLLYWOOD, CA. FILED 5-24-1993. 


INTEROTICA 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE IN THE NATURE OF 
INTERACTIVE MOTION PICTURE FILMS AND AUDIO 
VISUAL PRESENTATIONS FEATURING ADULT EN- 
TERTAINMENT (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 1-6-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-13-1993. 


SN 74-394,026. TOP GUN CAR WASH, INC., LAWRENCE- 
VILLE, GA. FILED 5-24-1993. 


BOOKIE 


FOR ELECTRONIC ACCOUNTING SYSTEM COMPRIS- 
ING OF COMPUTER HARDWARE FOR USE WITH COIN 
OR BILL OPERATED EQUIPMENT TO COLLECT DATA 
SUCH AS COLLECTED CREDITS, CREDITS PAYED 
OUT, AND OTHER ACCOUNTING DATA (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-394,091. MINISTOR PERIPHERALS CORPORATION, 
SAN JOSE, CA. FILED 5-21-1993. 


IMPACSAFE 


FOR ELECTRONIC SENSORS FOR USE IN PRESERV- 
ING AND PROTECTING COMPUTER DATA (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-394,341. EDUCATION ACHIEVEMENT CORPORA- 
TION, WACO, TX. FILED 5-25-1993. 


HEI 


FOR EDUCATIONAL COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND 
INSTRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT THERE- 
WITH FOR USE IN TEACHING ACADEMIC SUBJECTS 
IN THE HOME (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 3-16-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-16-1993. 
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SN 74-394,343. EDUCATION ACHIEVEMENT CORPORA-_ SN 74-394,737. UNIVERSAL CONTROL SYSTEMS, LTD., 


TION, WACO, TX. FILED 5-25-1993. 


tt 
offes 
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FOR EDUCATIONAL COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND 
INSTRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT THERE- 
WITH FOR USE IN TEACHING ACADEMIC SUBJECTS 
IN THE HOME (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 3-16-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-16-1993. 


SN 74-394,389. BULWARK PROTECTIVE APPAREL INC., 
WEBSTER, TX. FILED 5-25-1993. 


THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLOR RED. 

THE MARK IS COMPRISED OF A TURRET. 

FOR PROTECTIVE CLOTHING; NAMELY, CLOTHING 
DESIGNED TO PROTECT AGAINST EXTREME HEAT 
AND FLAME, EXTREME COLD AND HARMFUL 
CHEMICALS AND GASES (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 39). 

FIRST USE 7-16-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-16-1992. 


SN 74-394,410. TECHSONIC INDUSTRIES, 
FAULA, AL. FILED 5-25-1993. 


INC., EU- 


WIDE-3D VISTA 


FOR MARINE ELECTRONIC APPARATUS USED FOR 
NAVIGATION, RADIO COMMUNICATION AND FISH- 
ING (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


NEW YORK, NY. FILED 5-26-1993. 


FUELTRAK 


FOR COMPUTER OPERATED FUEL MANAGEMENT 
SYSTEM COMPRISED OF A CONTROLLER WITH OPER- 
ATING SOFTWARE, AN INTRINSIC SAFETY BARRIER, 
A VEHICLE DATA MODULE WITH TRANSMITTER 
COIL, AND A NOZZLE RECEIVER COIL (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-394,791. MER COMMUNICATION SYSTEMS INC., 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 5-25-1993. 


TOPS BY MER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TOPS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE COM- 
PRISING TELEPHONE ACCOUNTING AND BILLING 
SYSTEMS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


SN 74-394,843. PHILIPS ELECTRONICS N.V., EINDHO- 
VEN, NETHERLANDS, FILED 5-25-1993. 


NEURO LOGIC 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON BENELUX 
APPLICATION NO. 789611, FILED 12-11-1992, REG. NO. 
521593, DATED 12-1-1992, EXPIRES 12-1-2002. 

FOR ELECTRIC DUST REMOVING APPARATUS, 
VACUUM CLEANERS, AND PARTS AND ACCESSORIES 
TO THE AFORESAID GOODS IN THIS CLASS (U.S. CLS. 
21 AND 23). 


SN 74-395,285. FENESTRA SOFTWARE, INC., SEATTLE, 
WA. FILED 5-26-1993. 


VIRTUAL DOMAIN 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VIRTUAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR GRAPHICAL SCREEN AND SYSTEM UTILITY 
SOFTWARE; MULTI-USER NETWORK UTILITY SOFT- 
WARE; AND INTERACTIVE 3-D SOFTWARE (U.S. CL. 
38). 





T™ 98 


CLASS 9—(Continued). 


SN 74-395,381. PROGRESSIVE CASUALTY INSURANCE 
COMPANY, MAYFIELD HEIGHTS, OH. FILED 
5-27-1993. 


AUTOMATCH 


FOR SOFTWARE PROGRAM THAT MATCHES LEND- 
ING AND SERVICING INSTITUTIONS’ MORTGAGE 
LOAN RECORDS WITH DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE OF 
INSURANCE COVERAGE (AND CANCELLATIONS 
THEREOF) ON LOAN COLLATERAL (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-395,708. MICROCOM SYSTEMS, 
TON, DE. FILED 5-21-1993. 


INC., WILMING- 


TRAVELPORTE 


FOR COMPUTER MODEMS AND INSTRUCTIONAL 
MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT (US. CL. 26). 


SN 74-396,823. EXECUTIVE SOFTWARE INTERNATION- 
AL, INC., GLENDALE, CA. FILED 6-1-1993. 


FILE ALERT 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FILE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER PROGRAM IN THE NATURE OF A 
UTILITY PROGRAM AND INSTRUCTION MANUALS 
SOLD AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-397,462. W. SCHLAFHORST AG & CO., D-4050 MON- 
CHENGLADBACH 1, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 
6-2-1993. 


INFORMATOR 


FOR ELECTRONIC DATA PROCESSING UNITS FOR 
MONITORING AND CONTROLLING TEXTILE MaA- 
CHINE OPERATION (U.S. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 3-16-1982; INCOMMERCE 3-16-1982. 


SN 74-397,749. GALAXY SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, 
PLEASANTVILLE, NJ. FILED 6-4-1993. 


TUTORWARE 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS USED TO ENABLE END 
USERS TO WRITE OTHER COMPUTER PROGRAMS, 
AND INSTRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT 
THEREWITH (US. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-398,178. KHAN, MACKSOUD, PALO ALTO, CA. 
FILED 6-7-1993. 


VERTICAL 


FOR HAND HELD ELECTRONIC REFERENCE UNITS 
USED TO KEEP TRACK OF TEAM AND INDIVIDUAL 
STATISTICS AND SCORE FOR A SPORTS GAME (U.S. 
CL. 26). 


SN 74-398,455. 
6-4-1993. 


3D/EYE, INC., ITHACA, NY. FILED 


3D/EYE 


FOR INTERACTIVE IMAGE-BASED COMPUTER 
SOFTWARE AND COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR MAN- 
AGING AND PRESENTING BUSINESS INFORMATION 
IN MORE ACCESSIBLE STYLES SUCH AS SPREAD- 
SHEETS, GRAPHS, CHARTS, AND ANIMATION; AND AS 
A COMPONENT IN TWO AND THREE DIMENSIONAL 
COMPUTER-AIDED DESIGN SOFTWARE (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-398,701. APPROPRIATE DATA COMMUNICA- 
TIONS, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN. FILED 6-7-1993. 


S.A.N.T.A. 


FOR COMPUTER UTILITY AND OPERATING PRO- 
GRAMS FOR USE IN THE BURGLAR ALARM INDUS- 
TRY (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 12-31-1992. 


SN 74-399,131. EI. DU PONT DE NEMOURS AND COM- 
PANY, WILMINGTON, DE. FILED 6-9-1993. 


EASYCOMPACT 


FOR FILM PROCESSING MACHINES FOR USE IN THE 
PRINTING INDUSTRY (U.S. CL. 26). 
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SN 74-399,155. BIDSAL, SHAHRAM N., BEVERLY HILLS, 
CA. FILED 6-4-1993. 


FOR COMPUTER MONITORS, CENTRAL PROCESSING 
UNITS, COMPUTER PERIPHERAL EQUIPMENT; TELE- 
COMMUNICATION PRODUCTS; NAMELY, _ TELE- 
PHONES, CORDLESS TELEPHONES, PBX, CELLULAR 
TELEPHONES AND RELATED PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
CABLES, CONNECTORS, ADAPTERS, ADD-ON CIRCUIT 
BOARDS, RELAYS, AND RELATED FIRMWARE; SAT- 
ELLITE EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, SATELLITE DISHES, 
SWITCHING EQUIPMENT AND RELATED PRODUCTS; 
NAMELY, CABLES, CONNECTORS, ADAPTERS, ADD- 
ON CIRCUIT BOARDS, RELAYS, AND ASSOCIATED 
FIRMWARE; CONSUMER ELECTRONIC PRODUCTS; 
NAMELY, TELEVISION SETS, RADIOS, AUDIO CAS- 
SETTE RECORDERS AND PLAYERS, VIDEO RECORD- 
ERS AND PLAYERS, CAMCORDERS, CD-ROM DISKS, 
CD-ROM DISK PLAYERS, HI-FIDELITY EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, LOUDSPEAKERS, AUDIO TAPE DECKS, PRE- 
AMPLIFIERS, AMPLIFIERS, COMPACT DISK PLAYERS, 
RECEIVERS; BLANK AUDIO AND VIDEO TAPES (U.S. 
CLS. 21, 26 AND 36). 


SN 74-399,210. FLEXIWARE CORPORATION, GOSHEN, 
CT. FILED 6-7-1993. 


FLEXIRECEIVABLES 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN ACCOUNT- 
ING APPLICATIONS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-399,211. FLEXIWARE CORPORATION, GOSHEN, 
CT. FILED 6-7-1993. 


FLEXIPAYABLES 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN ACCOUNT- 
ING APPLICATIONS (U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-399,212. FLEXIWARE CORPORATION, SHELTON, 
CT. FILED 6-7-1993. 


MAINFRAME POWER WITH 
PC FLEXIBILITY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PC”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN ACCOUNT- 
ING AND FINANCIAL APPLICATIONS; NAMELY, PAY- 
ROLL PROCESSING, SPREADSHEET ANALYSIS, AND 
FINANCIAL REPORT GENERATION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-19-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1992. 


SN 74-399,444. LUX MUSIC CORP., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 6-8-1993. 


MELTING POP 


FOR COMPACT DISCS, PHONOGRAPH RECORDS, 
AUDIO CASSETTE TAPES AND VIDEOTAPES FEATUR- 
ING MUSIC (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). 


SN 74-399,492. SECUR-DATA SYSTEMS, INC., FREDER- 
ICK, MD. FILED 6-8-1993. 


DESPLEX 


FOR DES (DATA ENCRYPTION STANDARD) PROCES- 
SOR BASED MULTIPLEXER (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1985. 


SN 74-399,629. INFORMATION SYNTHESIS, INC., EDEN 
PRAIRIE, MN. FILED 6-8-1993. 


PRODEA PRIMARY 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAM THAT FUNCTIONALLY 
COORDINATES THE OPERATION OF OTHER COMPUT- 
ER PROGRAMS WITHIN A COMPUTER ENABLING A 
USER TO CREATE AN INTERRELATED REPEATABLE 
PROCESS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-399,630. INFORMATION SYNTHESIS, INC., EDEN 
PRAIRIE, MN. FILED 6-8-1993. 


PRIMARY 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAM THAT FUNCTIONALLY 
COORDINATES THE OPERATION OF OTHER COMPUT- 
ER PROGRAMS WITHIN A COMPUTER ENABLING A 
USER TO CREATE AN INTERRELATED REPEATABLE 
PROCESS (U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-399,747. HARMONIC SOFTWARE INC., SEATTLE, 
WA. FILED 6-7-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MATRIX”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND USER MANUALS 
ALL SOLD AS A UNIT FOR PERFORMING AND DIS- 
PLAYING MATHEMATICAL AND LOGICAL FUNC- 
TIONS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-399,805. RICHMOND ENTERPRISES, MOORPARK, 
CA. FILED 6-7-1993. 


WINPRO 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR CALCULATING 
AND PRINTING JOB PROPOSALS FOR WINDOW COV- 
ERING PROFESSIONALS; NAMELY, INTERIOR DECO- 
RATORS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 3-19-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-19-1993. 


SN 74-399,830. FLEXIWARE CORPORATION, GOSHEN, 
CT. FILED 6-7-1993. 


FLEXIWARE 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN ACCOUNT- 
ING AND FINANCIAL APPLICATIONS; NAMELY, PAY- 
ROLL PROCESSING, SPREADSHEET ANALYSIS, AND 
FINANCIAL REPORT GENERATION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-19-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1992. 


SN 74-399,895. TOUR DE BEACH, INC., SARASOTA, FL. 
FILED 6-9-1993. 


LOVE DEM 


FOR SUNGLASSES (US. CL. 26). 
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SN 74-399,980. EXETER EDUCATIONAL MANAGEMENT 
SYSTEMS, INC., CAMBRIDGE, MA. FILED 6-7-1993. 


EASE/RECRUITING 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND USER, INSTRUC- 
TIONAL, AND TRAINING MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT 
IN THE FIELD OF RECRUITING, FOR USE IN THE 
MANAGEMENT OF THE RECRUITMENT PROCESS (U.S. 
CL. 38). 


SN 74-399,983. EXETER EDUCATIONAL MANAGEMENT 
SYSTEMS, INC., CAMBRIDGE, MA. FILED 6-7-1993. 


EASE/ADMISSION 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND USER, INSTRUC- 
TIONAL, AND TRAINING MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT 
IN THE FIELD OF SCHOLASTIC RECRUITING, FOR 
USE IN THE MANAGEMENT OF THE RECRUITING, AP- 
PLICATIONS, ENROLLMENT AND ADMISSIONS PROC- 
ESSES (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 1-27-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-27-1993. 


SN 74-400,188. BESTEK COMPUTER CO., LTD., HSIN 
TIEN, TAIPEI HSIEN, TAIWAN, FILED 6-9-1993. 


BEK 


FOR COMPUTERS; COMPUTER HARDWARE; COM- 
PUTER TERMINALS; COMPUTER KEYBOARDS, COM- 
PUTER PERIPHERALS; COMPUTER MOTHERBOARDS; 
PRINTED CIRCUITS; INTEGRATED CIRCUITS; AND 
CALCULATORS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 

FIRST USE 6-30-1987; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1987. 


SN 74-400,400. LUCENTE, JAMES J., STAMFORD, CT. 
FILED 6-11-1993. 


INNOCENT BYSTANDERS 


FOR SERIES OF MUSICAL SOUND RECORDINGS (U.S. 
CL. 36). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-25-1992. 
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SN 74-400,504. PSIVOX CORPORATION, MERCER 
ISLAND, WA. FILED 6-11-1993. 


SIMPLIFY THE COMPLEX 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR TEXT PROCESS- 
ING (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-400,539. INSULATOR SEAL INCORPORATED, 
SARASOTA, FL. FILED 6-11-1993. 


VACOPTIX 


FOR SCIENTIFIC AND LABORATORY EQUIPMENT; 
NAMELY, VACUUM WINDOWS, HIGH PRESSURE WIN- 
DOWS, LASER WINDOWS, ELECTRICAL FEEDTH- 
ROUGHS, ULTRA HIGH PRESSURE FEEDTHROUGHS 
FOR USE IN LASER, FIBER OPTIC AND VACUUM AP- 
PLICATIONS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


SN 74-400,946. DUCALE MACHINE DA CAFFE - DI 
SANDEI UGO & C.S.N.C.. VIA DE AMBRIS, 3/A, 
ITALY, FILED 6-14-1993. 


y 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE MARK 
“DUCALE” IS “DUKE’S” OR LITERALLY “OF THE 
DUKE”. 

FOR COIN OPERATED VENDING MACHINES (U.S. 
CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 1-5-1963; INCOMMERCE 11-10-1988. 
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SN 74-401,101. TWENTIETH CENTURY FOX FILM COR- 
PORATION, LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 6-14-1993. 


FOX CHILDREN’S LIBRARY 


OWNER OF USS. REG. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CHILDREN’S LIBRARY”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MOTION PICTURE FILMS FEATURING ENTER- 
TAINMENT, PRE-RECORDED VIDEO TAPES AND PRE- 
RECORDED VIDEO CASSETTES FEATURING CHIL- 
DREN’S TELEVISION PROGRAMS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 38). 


NOS. 199,107, 1,602,948 AND 


SN 74-401,172. PSIVOX CORPORATION, MERCER 
ISLAND, WA. FILED 6-14-1993. 


PSIVOX 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR TEXT PROCESS- 
ING (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-401,225. BATTERIES NOT, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 6-14-1993. 


JOE-PYE RECORDS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RECORDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MUSICAL SOUND RECORDINGS (U.S. CLS. 26 
AND 36). 


SN 74-401,402. MAHUGH, DOUG, DBA SECOND CITY 
SOFTWARE, CHICAGO, IL. FILED 6-14-1993. 


SECOND CITY SOFTWARE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SOFTWARE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAMS CONTAIN- 
ING A DATABASE, FILE TRACKING, AND BAR CODE 
AND OPTICAL CODE RECOGNITION AND TRACKING 
FUNCTIONS; RADIO FREQUENCY SCANNING PRO- 
GRAMS, AND BAR CODE, AND BAR CODE AND OPTI- 
CAL CODE RECOGNITION AND TRACKING SYSTEMS, 
AND USER'S MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 11-11-1985; IN COMMERCE 11-11-1985. 
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SN 74-401,525. SPECTRUM HUMAN RESOURCE SYSTEMS 
CORPORATION, DENVER, CO. FILED 6-14-1993. 


Wantage 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAM FOR THE 


ADMINISTRATION OF PERSONNEL TRAINING (U.S. 
CL. 38). 


SN 74-401,566. ALARIS CORPORATION, RESEARCH TRI- 
ANGLE PARK, NC. FILED 6-14-1993. 


APERTURA 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE; NAMELY, COMPUTER 
PROGRAMS FOR INPUT, EDITING, DISPLAY, AND 
OUTPUT OF GRAPHICS, PICTORIALS, AND IMAGING 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 4-27-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-4-1993. 


SN 74-401,753. VINCA CORPORATION, OREM, UT. FILED 
6-14-1993. 


QUADRUNNER 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE; NAMELY, ADAPTER 
CARDS AND CABLES, AND COMPUTER PROGRAMS 
FOR THE NETWORKING OF COMPUTER MEMORY 
AND STORAGE DEVICES (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


SN 74-401,756. VINCA CORPORATION, OREM, UT. FILED 
6-14-1993. 


UNIRUNNER 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE; NAMELY, ADAPTER 
CARDS AND CABLES, AND COMPUTER PROGRAMS 
FOR THE NETWORKING OF COMPUTER MEMORY 
AND STORAGE DEVICES (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


SN 74-401,765. GENERAL SCIENTIFIC CORPORATION, 
ANN ARBOR, MI. FILED 6-14-1993. 


TELEMICROSCOPE 


FOR EYEGLASS-TYPE BINOCULARS (U.S. CL. 26). 
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SN 74-401,892. NOVUS CREDIT SERVICES INC., RIVER- 
WOODS, IL. FILED 6-15-1993. 


TRINITY 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR CONSUMER LOAN 
PROCESSING (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-401,919. HANSEN, ERIC C., ARLINGTON, TX. 
FILED 6-15-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT. TO 
USE “GOLF REPORTER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR REPORTING STA- 
TISTICS ABOUT ROUNDS OF GOLF PLAYED (U.S. CL. 
38). 


SN 74-402,006. CACHING TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, 
CITY OF INDUSTRY, CA. FILED 6-15-1993. 


f 


é 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORD “ALLIED”, 
AND A DISTINCTIVE “O” DESIGN. 

FOR COMPUTERS, PERIPHERALS AND PARTS 
THEREFOR; COMPUTER MOTHERBOARDS, COMPUTER 
CASES, NOTEBOOK COMPUTERS AND PALM TOP 
COMPUTERS (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-402,064. SECURE COMPUTING CORPORATION, 
ROSEVILLE, MN. FILED 6-11-1993. 


LOCKSERVER 


FOR COMPUTER SECURITY PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE FOR PROVIDING SE- 
LECTIVE SHARING OF COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND | 
FILES IN A SECURE MANNER (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 38). | 
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SN 74-402,067. ASPECT TELECOMMUNICATIONS COR- 
PORATION, SAN JOSE, CA. FILED 6-11-1993. 


APPLICATIONVIEW 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR MANAGEMENT OF 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-402,069. ASPECT TELECOMMUNICATIONS COR- 
PORATION, SAN JOSE, CA. FILED 6-11-1993. 


PERFORMANCEVIEW 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR MANAGEMENT OF 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-402,074. DOWN PAYMENT RECORDS, INC., AT- 
LANTA, GA. FILED 6-11-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RECORDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MUSICAL SOUND RECORDINGS AND MUSICAL 
VIDEO RECORDINGS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). 


SN 74-402,118. SIGNET ARMORLITE, INC., SAN MARCOS, 
CA. FILED 6-11-1993. 


RLX 1.6 


OWNER OF US. REG. NOS. 
1,490,914. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “1.6”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR OPHTHALMIC LENSES (US. CL. 26). 


1,166,310, 1,375,582 AND 
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SN 74-402,197. FALTZ, WILLIS C. JR., ALEXANDRIA, VA. 
FILED 6-16-1993. 


ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS CONTROL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS CONTROL”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ELECTRONIC CONTROL SYSTEMS COMPRISING 
COMPUTERS, AND ELECTRICAL AND PNEUMATIC 
CONTROLLERS, AND TRANSDUCERS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 
26). 


SN 74-402,430. WOODS WIRE PRODUCTS, INC., CARMEL, 
IN. FILED 6-17-1993. 


DECKMATES 


FOR OUTDOOR ELECTRICAL DECK CORDS (U.S. CL. 
21). 
FIRST USE 4-12-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-12-1993. 


SN 74-402,489. DELRINA (DELAWARE) CORPORATION, 
DOVER, DE. FILED 6-17-1993. 


KIDFAX 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND OPERATING IN- 
STRUCTION MANUALS, SOLD AS A UNIT FOR INTE- 
GRATING PRINTING FROM A COMPUTER PROGRAM 
TO A FACSIMILE DEVICE (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 38). 


SN 74-402,640. BARNES, RAYMOND J., VOORHEES, NJ. 
AND BASKERVILLE, RICHARD L., VOORHEES, NJ. 
AND KENDALL, JULIE E., VOORHEES, NJ. AND KEN- 
DALL, KENNETH E. VOORHEES, NJ. FILED 
6-16-1993. 


HyperCase 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE, AND INSTRUCTION 
MANUALS SOLD THEREWITH, FOR TEACHING BUSI- 
NESS SYSTEMS ANALYSIS AND DESIGN THROUGH 
INTERACTIVE CASE STUDIES (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1992. 
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SN 74-402,806. CHEMTREAT, 


INC., RICHMOND, VA. 
FILED 6-18-1993. 


CHEMTRACK 


FOR SOFTWARE PROGRAM ESTABLISHING DATA 
MANAGEMENT FOR A WATER TREATMENT SYSTEM 
(U.S. CL. 38). 


FIRST USE 12-10-1990; INCOMMERCE 12-10-1990. 


SN 74-402,956. BAKER HUGHES INCORPORATED, HOUS- 
TON, TX. FILED 6-14-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

FOR AUTOMATION AND CONTROL OF OIL AND 
GAS PRODUCTION AND TRANSMISSION SYSTEMS IN- 
CORPORATING HARDWARE AND SOFTWARE FOR 
CONTROL, SAFETY, SECURITY AND ENVIRONMEN- 
TAL PROTECTION FOR THE OIL AND GAS, PETRO- 
CHEMICAL AND PROCESS CONTROL MARKETS; 
NAMELY, BTU ANALYZERS, GAS-FLOW MEASURE- 
MENT INSTRUMENTATION, ROD PUMP CONTROL- 
LERS, ELECTRO, HYDRAULIC AND PNEUMATIC 
WELL HEAD CONTROL SYSTEMS, PRESSURE SENSING 
DEVICES, AND MICROPROCESSOR BASED SYSTEM 
CONTROL, ANALYSIS AND DATA ACQUISITION (U.S. 
CLS. 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1987; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1987. 


1,687,634, 1,737,843 AND 


SN 74-403,056. GENOA SYSTEMS CORPORATION, SAN 
JOSE, CA. FILED 6-18-1993. 


MS VELOCE 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION 
“QUICK” OR “FAST”. 

FOR INPUT-OUTPUT (1.0.) CONTROLLERS AND 
GRAPHICS ACCELERATOR BOARDS FOR COMPUTERS 
(U.S. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 5-12-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-12-1993. 


OF “VELOCE” IS 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 
CLASS 9—(Continued). 


SN 74-403,204. SENSORMATIC ELECTRONICS CORPORA- 
TION, DEERFIELD BEACH, FL. FILED 6-21-1993. 


BOOMERANG 


FOR SECURITY CONTAINER WITH AN ANTI-THEFT 
TAG FOR COMPACT DISCS (U.S. CL. 36). 
FIRST USE 5-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-14-1993. 


SN 74-403,540. TRAMEC CORPORATION, 
FILED 6-21-1993. 


IOLA, KS. 


FOR ELECTRICAL RECEPTACLES FOR RECEIVING 
PLUG AND CABLE ASSEMBLIES, ELECTRICAL 
CABLES WITH PLUGS (US. CLS. 21 AND 26). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1993; INCOMMERCE 5-15-1993. 


SN 74-403,650. RADIOMAIL CORPORATION, 
MATEO, CA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


SAN 


RADIOTOOLS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS USED FOR PROVIDING 
DATABASE ACCESS, ELECTRONIC MAIL, FACSIMILE, 
PAGING, FORMS GENERATION AND COMPLETION, 
ORDER ENTRY AND TRANSACTION PROCESSING, 
GRAPHICS, VIDEO, MESSAGE AND INFORMATION 
COMMUNICATION SERVICES, AND WHICH PROVIDE 
AUTOMATED, SELECTIVE AND TRANSPARENT 
ACCESS TO AND EXCHANGE OF INFORMATION WITH 
E-MAIL NETWORKS, COMPUTERS AND DATABASES; 
COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAMMING TOOLS AND 
UTILITIES, APPLICATION DEVELOPMENT PRO- | 
GRAMS, AND PROGRAMMER PRODUCTIVITY EN- | 
HANCEMENT SOFTWARE, ALL FOR DEVELOPING | 
THE FOREGOING, AND INSTRUCTIONAL MANUALS | 
DISTRIBUTED THEREWITH (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 
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SN 74-404,228. NATIONAL COUNCIL OF YOUNG MEN’S 
CHRISTIAN ASSOCIATIONS OF THE UNITED 


STATES OF AMERICA, CHICAGO, IL. FILED 
6-21-1993. 


Y-ACCESS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,652,947. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND PRINTED MANU- 
ALS SOLD AS A UNIT IN THE FIELD OF PEOPLE/ 
MEMBERSHIP TRACKING, PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 
AND ACCOUNTING (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1990. 


SN 74-404,311. SKAGGS TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERV- 
ICE, INC., MURRAY, UT. FILED 6-22-1993. 


VISUAL PATROL 


FOR POLICE VIDEO TAPE SYSTEM COMPRISED OF 
A VIDEO CASSETTE RECORDER FOR GATHERING 
EVIDENCE TO ASSIST IN LAW ENFORCEMENT AC- 
TIVITIES (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 


SN 74-404,323. FEDERAL EXPRESS CORPORATION, 
MEMPHIS, TN. FILED 6-22-1993. 


POWERSHIP 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE USED TO PROCESS 
SHIPPING TRANSACTIONS IN THE DOCUMENT, PACK- 
AGE AND FREIGHT TRANSPORTATION INDUSTRY 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1987; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1987. 


1,524,971, 1,787,430 AND 


SN 74-404,658. QUALITY SYSTEMS INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION, WASHINGTON TWP, NJ. FILED 
6-23-1993. 


WINLIMS 


FOR COMPUTER DATABASE SOFTWARE FOR THE 
ORGANIZATION AND MANAGEMENT OF LABORATO- 
RY DATA (USS. CL. 38). 


151-842 TMOG-94-15 - QL3 
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SN 74-404,901. FIDELITY INT'L TECHNOLOGIES, 
EDISON, NJ. FILED 6-24-1993. 


FIDELITY INT'L 
TECHNOLOGIES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INT'L TECHNOLOGIES”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PORTABLE FORMATTED HARD DISK DRIVES 
FOR PC, NOTEBOOKS, AND PORTABLE COMPUTERS 
(U.S. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 11-16-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-16-1992. 


SN 74-404,952. DESPER PRODUCTS, INC., SHERMAN 
OAKS, CA. FILED 6-24-1993. 


PRO SPATIALIZER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,503,712. 
FOR AUDIO SIGNAL PROCESSORS (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 6-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-14-1993. 


SN 74-405,199. SEEQ TECHNOLOGY, INC., FREMONT, 
CA. FILED 6-22-1993. 


DITRACE 


FOR INTEGRATED CIRCUITS (U.S. CL. 21). 
FIRST USE 12-23-1982; IN COMMERCE 12-28-1982. 


SN 74-405,457. LIBERTY SYSTEMS INTERNATIONAL, 
INC., LITHONIA, GA. FILED 6-24-1993. 


LSI 


FOR SOFTWARE IN THE RETAIL, RESTAURANT, 
HOTEL RESTAURANT, BAR, NIGHTCLUB, LOUNGE, 
FOOD SERVICE ESTABLISHMENT AREA FOR MANAG- 
ING EMPLOYEES, SALES DATA, CASH FLOW, INVEN- 
TORY, PERSONNEL, ORDER SALES TRANSACTIONS, 
CREDIT AUTHORIZATION, DATA CAPTURE (ELEC- 
TRONIC JOURNAL), KITCHEN PREPARATION, TIME 
KEEPING AND ATTENDANCE, SECURITY CONTROL, 
ACCOUNT BALANCING AND TRACKING (US. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-405,463. BRK ELECTRONICS INC., AURORA, IL. 
FILED 6-22-1993. 


SENSORPACK 


FOR REPLACABLE POWER MODULES FOR GAS DE- 
TECTORS (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-405,534. TECHNOLAND, INC., SANTA CLARA, CA. 
FILED 6-25-1993. 


TECHNOLAND 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE (U.S. CL. 26). 


SN 74-405,617. TREASURY MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS, 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-25-1993. 


MONARQUE 


FOR INTEGRATED COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR 
FRONT-END TRADING AND BACK OFFICE PROCESS- 
ING OF FOREIGN EXCHANGE AND MONEY MARKET 
TRADES (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-405,629. VIRTUAL REALITY LABORATORIES, 
INC., SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA. FILED 6-25-1993. 


DATA RANCH 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DATA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS PRERECORDED ON 
FLOPPY DISCS FOR MAINTAINING DATABASES (U.S. 
CL. 38). 


SN 74-406,015. PEARCE, RANDOLPH D., PHOENIX, AZ. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


DETECTOR] 
CORRECTION BUREAU 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SMOKE DETECTOR”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR SMOKE DETECTION DEVICES (U.S. CL. 26). 
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SN 74-406,159. TRUS JOIST MACMILLAN A LIMITED 
PARTNERSHIP, BOISE, ID. FILED 6-28-1993. 


BEAMCALC 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR THE DESIGN OF 
WOODEN BEAMS AND COLUMNS (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 9-10-1988; IN COMMERCE 9-10-1988. 


SN 74-406,175. TRANSACTION SOLUTIONS, INC., MAN- 
HATTAN BEACH, CA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


TXS 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND PROGRAM IN- 
STRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT FOR USE 
IN DATABASE COMMUNICATION AND TRANSACTION 
MANAGEMENT APPLICATIONS USED IN THE FIELD 
OF REAL TIME TRANSACTION PROCESSING (U.S. CL. 
38). 


SN 74-406,272. TRANSACTION SOLUTIONS, INC., MAN- 
HATTAN BEACH, CA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


TXSERVER 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND PROGRAM IN- 
STRUCTIONAL MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT FOR USE 
IN DATABASE, COMMUNICATION AND TRANSACTION 
MANAGEMENT APPLICATIONS USED IN THE FIELD 
OF REAL TIME TRANSACTION PROCESSING (U.S. CL. 
38). 


SN 74-406,315. LINKLATER’S LIMITED, KINCARDINE, 
ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 6-28-1993. 


ULTI-MATE 


FOR COMMUNICATION EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, 
PUSH-TO-TALK AND/OR VOX SWITCHED UNITS FOR 
USE WITH TRANSCEIVERS OR IN INTERCOM APPLI- 
CATIONS FOR USE WHERE BACKGROUND NOISE MAY 
BE ENCOUNTERED (U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1992. 
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SN 74-406,366. NETLABS, INC., LOS ALTOS, CA. FILED 
10-15-1992. 


NETLABS/VISION 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,723,513. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR MANAGEMENT OF 
COMPUTER COMMUNICATIONS, COMPUTER NET- 
WORKS, COMPUTER HARDWARE, AND INSTRUCTION- 


AL MANUALS SOLD THEREWITH AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 
38). 


FIRST USE 10-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-15-1992. 


SN 74-406,379. RAINBOW CRANE, INC., POWAY, CA. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


TOY HOUSE 


FOR VENDING MACHINES FOR TOYS (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 12-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1992. 


SN 74-406,641. SIGMA CORPORATION, MINAMI KOMAE- 
SHI, TOKYO 201, JAPAN, FILED 6-28-1993. 


SIGMA 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 960,842. 


FOR CAMERAS AND FLASH LIGHTING UNITS (US. 
CL. 26). 


FIRST USE 11-0-1983; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1983. 


SN 74-406,941. FIRE SAFETY SYSTEMS, INC., MONTE- 
CITO, CA. FILED 6-23-1993. 


SMOKEGUARD 


FOR SMOKE HELMETS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 39). 


SN 74-407,605. GALLOPWIRE ENTERPRISE CO., LTD., 
TAIPEI, TAIWAN, FILED 6-28-1993. 


FOR BATTERIES; BATTERY CHARGERS; DRY CELLS; 
ELECTRICAL POWER SUPPLIES (US. CL. 21). 
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SN 74-407,714. APPLE COMPUTER, INC., CUPERTINO, 
CA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


FOR COMPUTER CABLES AND CONNECTORS (US. 
CLS. 21 AND 26). 


FIRST USE 4-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1992. 


SN 74-407,770. CHIRON CORPORATION, EMERYVILLE, 
CA. FILED 6-30-1993. 


PHACOSCRIBE 


FOR PRINTER FOR USE WITH OPHTHALMIC SURGI- 
CAL MACHINES (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1992. 


SN 74-407,819. MILLER, DANIEL P., DBA INTERACTIVE 
RETAIL INFORMATION SYSTEMS, PASADENA, CA. 
FILED 7-1-1993. 


CARDISK 


FOR CD-ROM (COMPACT DISK - READ ONLY 
MEMORY) DISKS WHICH CONTAIN AUTOMOTIVE-RE- 
LATED INFORMATION (U.S. CLS. 36 AND 38). 


SN 74-408,389. PROJECT SOFTWARE & DEVELOPMENT, 
INC., CAMBRIDGE, MA. FILED 7-2-1993. 


P/X 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,777,722. 

FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS ON MAGNETIC DISKS, 
DISKETTES AND TAPE CARTRIDGES FOR USE IN 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT; AND, COMPUTER SYSTEMS 
COMPRISING HARDWARE AND PROJECT MANAGE- 
MENT SOFTWARE (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 4-2-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-2-1992. 
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SN 74-408,434. GREAT LAKES BUSINESS FORMS, INC., 
GRAND RAPIDS, MI. FILED 6-30-1993. 


ORIGINATION STATION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ORIGINATION”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR COLLECTION, 
ANALYSIS AND CALCULATION OF MORTGAGE LOAN 
INFORMATION, INCLUDING PREQUALIFICATION, DIS- 
CLOSURE, PROCESSING AND CLOSURE INFORMA- 
TION AND PREPARATION AND PRINTING OF DOCU- 
MENTS FOR SUCH LOANS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-408,791. NATURAL ILLUSION, NEWTON, MA. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


Nacural 
ILLUSION 


FOR INSTRUCTIONAL VIDEO TAPE TEACHING 
WOMEN HOW TO APPLY THEIR MAKE-UP (U.S. CL. 21). 


SN 74-408,796. AMERICAN MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS, 
INC., ARLINGTON, VA. FILED 7-6-1993. 


PHOENIX 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE OF PHYSICAL PLANT 
MAINTENANCE (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-409,453. MOTOROLA, 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


INC., SCHAUMBURG, IL. 


MICROTAC RSVP 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,661,472 AND 1,741,071. 

FOR RADIO TRANSMITTERS, RADIO RECEIVERS, 
RADIOTELEPHONES, AND ACCESSORIES THEREFOR; 
NAMELY, ANTENNAS, MICROPHONES, SPEAKERS, 
CONTROL UNITS, HOUSINGS, BATTERIES, BATTERY 
CHARGERS, INTERFACE APPARATUSES, AND HAND- 
SETS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 
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SN 74-409,541. TURNER GOLD FRANCE ENGINEERING 
CORPORATION, LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 7-6-1993. 


RadioWire 


FOR COMPUTER PERIPHERAL HARDWARE AND RE- 
LATED SOFTWARE FOR WIRELESS COMMUNICATION 
BETWEEN COMPUTERS, PERIPHERALS, AND MOBILE 
TERMINALS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 


SN 74-410,138. AVANT TECHNOLOGIES OF P.R. INC., 
CAGUAS, PUERTO RICO, FILED 7-8-1993. 


Newljate 


FOR OFFICE SOFTWARE WHICH PROVIDES FILING 
AND DIRECTORY TRANSFER BETWEEN TWO OR 
MORE PCS WITH PRINTER SHARING AND OTHER 
FEATURES AND FOR CABLES AND ADAPTERS FOR 
CONNECTING THE ABOVE-NOTED EQUIPMENT (U.S. 
CLS. 21, 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 1-20-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-16-1993. 


SN 74-410,181. VTLS, INC., BLACKSBURG, VA. FILED 
7-6-1993. 


VTLS 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND MANUALS ALL 
SOLD AS A UNIT FOR USE IN LIBRARY AUTOMATION 
SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1980; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1980. 


SN 74-410,262. LATASTER, DAVID, DBA MICRO TELE- 
SIS, REYNOLDSBURG, OH. FILED 7-7-1993. 


WinScheduler 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN DATABAS- 
ING APPLICATIONS USED IN THE FIELDS OF INFOR- 
MATION RETRIEVAL AND MANAGEMENT (U.S. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 6-30-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1993. 
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SN 74-410,287. EMI RECORDS GROUP NORTH AMERICA, 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-6-1993. 


es 


oo 


Tae 


FOR PHONOGRAPH RECORDS, AUDIO AND VIDEO 
TAPES AND CASSETTES, COMPACT DISCS, AND DIGI- 
TAL AUDIO TAPES IN THE FIELDS OF MUSIC, ENTER- 
TAINMENT AND EDUCATION (U.S. CLS. 21, 26 AND 36). 


SN 74-410,577. TEEVEE TOONS, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 7-9-1993. 


ETHNO TECHNO 


FOR MUSICAL SOUND RECORDINGS (U.S. CL. 36). 


SN 74-411,706. M&FC HOLDING COMPANY, INC., WIL- 
MINGTON, DE. FILED 7-9-1993. 


AUTOREAD 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN METER 
READING AND UTILITY BILLING SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 
38). 


SN 74-412,444. WEE TALK, INC., MALIBU, CA. FILED 
7-13-1993. 


WEE TALK! 


FOR CALCULATORS, RADIOS INCORPORATING 
CLOCKS, AND ELECTRIC LIGHT SWITCHES (U.S. CLS. 
21, 26 AND 27). 


SN 74-421,017. CARDELL, GREGORY S., SEATTLE, WA. 
FILED 8-5-1993. 


SCRUNCH 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAM, ILE. SOFTWARE, WHICH 
IS USED BY COURT REPORTERS, PARALEGAL PER- 
SONS, AND LAWYERS TO REDUCE THE SIZE OF 
PRINTED INFORMATION AND/OR THE ARRANGE- 
MENT THEREOF, FOR SUBSEQUENT MORE EFFICIENT 
HANDLING AND REVIEW OF THE RESULTING PRINT- 
ED LEGAL PAPERS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-23-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-4-1992. 
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SN 74-125,357. KABUSHIKI KAISHA TOSHIBA, DBA TO- 
SHIBA CORPORATION, SAIWAI-KU, KAWASAKI-SHI, 
KANAGAWA-KEN, JAPAN, FILED 12-21-1990. 


TOSBEE 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON JAPAN 
APPLICATION NO. 2-90330, FILED 8-8-1990, REG. NO. 
2,488,522, DATED 12-25-1992, EXPIRES 12-25-2002. 

FOR ULTRASOUND DIAGNOSTIC APPARATUS; 
NAMELY, ULTRASOUND DIAGNOSTIC SCANNERS 
FOR USE IN MEDICAL APPLICATIONS (U.S. CLS. 26 
AND 44). 


SN 74-185,844. RUBBERMADE ACCESSORIES SDN. BHD., 
SELANGOR DARUL EHSAN, MALAYSIA, FILED 
7-17-1991. 


ROYAL SHIELD 


FOR RUBBER DENTAL DAMS (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-270,719. LABORATOIRE C C D, 
FRANCE, FILED 4-30-1992. 


75009 PARIS, 


BI-SET 


FOR MEDICAL DEVICES; NAMELY, GYNECOLOGI- 
CAL INSTRUMENTS, INTRA-UTERINE DEVICES, CATH- 
ETERS USED, FOR EXAMPLE, IN IN-VITRO FERTIL- 
IZATION, RE-IMPLANTATION OF EMBRYOS AND 
INTRA-UTERINE PROBES (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1989. 
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SN 74-295,307. SUPERIOR SURGICAL MFG. CO., INC., 
SEMINOLE, FL. FILED 7-15-1992. 


Se e & & 
* te Fae 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF SNOWFLAKES WITH XS 
THROUGH THEM. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR HOSPITAL GOWNS, PAJAMAS, AND ROBES (U.S. 
CLS. 39 AND 44). 

FIRST USE 10-1-1983; INCOMMERCE 10-1-1983. 


SN 74-301,491. KARL STORZ GMBH & CO., 7200 TUTTLIN- 
GEN, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 8-6-1992. 


THERMOFLATOR 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. ST17796/10WZ, FILED 
2-7-1992, REG. NO. 2025712, DATED 12-3-1992, EXPIRES 
2-7-2002. 

FOR SURGICAL INSTRUMENTS; NAMELY, INSUF- 
FLATORS FOR MAINTAINING PRESSURE IN BODY 
CAVITIES (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-334,294. BUNDER GLAS GMBH, D-4989 BUNDE 1, 
FED REP GERMANY, FILED 11-24-1992. 


NEEDLEJECT 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. B95658/10WZ, FILED 
5-25-1992, REG. NO. 2024638, DATED 11-13-1992, EXPIRES 
5-26-2002. 

FOR SYRINGES FOR MEDICAL PURPOSES (U.S. CL. 
44). 
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SN 74-341,266. BAXTER INTERNATIONAL INC., DEER- 
FIELD, IL. FILED 12-18-1992. 


REF/OX 


FOR MEDICAL DEVICES; 
(U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 8-31-1989; IN COMMERCE 8-31-1989. 


NAMELY, CATHETERS 


SN 74-345,058. DWL ELEKTRONISCHE SYSTEME GMBH, 
7767 SIPPLINGEN, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 
1-4-1993. 


MULTI-DOP 


FOR ULTRASOUND MEDICAL APPARATUS COM- 
PRISING COMPUTER HARDWARE, COMPUTER PE- 
RIPHERALS, COMPUTER MONITORS, COMPUTER 
PRINTERS, COMPUTER SOFTWARE AND RELATED IN- 
STRUCTIONAL MANUALS, LABORATORY TROLLEYS, 
ULTRASOUND DOPPLER PROBES, REMOTE CON- 
TROLS AND FOOT SWITCHES FOR MEDICAL AND 
CLINICAL RESEARCH AND PATIENT PHYSICAL EX- 
AMINATION (U.S. CLS. 26, 38 AND 44). 

FIRST USE 6-17-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-17-1992. 


SN 74-349,608. DEPUY 
1-19-1993. 


INC., WARSAW, IN. FILED 


TECHNOFORCE 


FOR BATTERY-POWERED ORTHOPAEDIC SURGICAL 
INSTRUMENTS (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-349,912. COBE LABORATORIES, 
WOOD, CO. FILED 1-15-1993. 


INC., LAKE- 


COBE RENAL CARE INC, 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 976,436, 
1,515,251. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RENAL CARE INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR MEDICAL HEMODIALYSIS MACHINES AND 
PARTS AND ATTACHMENTS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 44). 


1,128,505 AND 








JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 10—(Continued). 


SN 74-350,896. IOMED, 
FILED 1-21-1993 


INC., SALT LAKE CITY, UT. 


IOMED 


FOR IONTOPHORETIC DRUG ADMINISTRATION AP- 
PARATUS; NAMELY, IONTOPHORESIS ELECTRODES, 
IONTOPHORESIS DISPERSIVE PADS, AND IONTO- 
PHORESIS APPARATUS WHICH GENERATES AN ELEC- 
TRIC CURRENT FOR THE DELIVERY OF DRUGS 
THROUGH THE SKIN (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 12-18-1987; INCOMMERCE 12-18-1987. 


SN 74-350,981. COLOPLAST A/S, 3060 ESPERGAERDE, 
DENMARK, FILED 1-22-1993. 


ALTERNA 


OWNER OF FRANCE REG. NO. 92416076, DATED 
4-22-1992, EXPIRES 4-22-2002. 

FOR OSTOMY PRODUCTS; NAMELY, OSTOMY BAGS 
WITH ATTACHMENT SHEET, SKIN PROTECTING 
SHEET, CLOSING RING, COAL FILTER, VALVE, CLO- 
SURE CLIP AND COUPLING MEANS (US. CL. 44). 


SN 74-352,875. C.R. BARD, 
FILED 1-27-1993 


INC., MURRAY HILL, NJ. 


INPUT 


FOR CATHETER INTRODUCER SHEATHS (U.S. CL. 
44). 


SN 74-356,737. ALLIANCE SUPPLY CORPORATION, FRE- 
MONT, CA. FILED 2-8-1993. 


THE STIPPLING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A 
FEATURE OF THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE 
COLOR. 

FOR MEDICAL AND DENTAL DEVICES, AND GOODS 
FOR MEDICAL AND DENTAL PURPOSES; NAMELY, 
EXAMINATION TABLE SHEETING, EXAMINATION 
DRAPE SHEETS, EXAMINATION CAPES, EXAMINA- 
TION GOWNS, WIPES, MASKS, SHIELDS, AND GLOVES, 
STERILIZATION POUCHES, AUTOCLAVABLE TUBING, 
COTTON TIPPED APPLICATORS, TONGUE DEPRES- 
SORS, SPONGES, AND TOWELS (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 4-1-1988; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1988. 
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SN 74-364,701. SOCIETE JBS (SA), 
FRANCE, FILED 3-3-1993. 


F-10000 TROYES, 


PRODISC 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FRANCE 
APPLICATION NO. 92/432700, FILED 9-4-1992, REG. NO. 
92/432700, DATED 9-4-1992, EXPIRES 9-4-2002. 

FOR INTERVERTEBRAL DISK PROSTHESES AND 
SURGICAL INSTRUMENTS FOR THE INSTALLATION 
OF INTERVERTEBRAL DISK PROSTHESES (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-365,898. JODEE, INC.. HOLLYWOOD, FL. FILED 
3-5-1993. 


BALANCED-FIT 


FOR SURGICAL BRASSIERES FOR USE BY WOMEN 
WHO HAVE HAD BREAST SURGERY HAVING UNDER- 
ARM PANEL POCKETS TO ACCOMMODATE CUSHION 
INSERTS, AND REPLACEMENT CUSHION INSERTS 
THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 2-9-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-9-1993. 


SN 74-369,828. AMERICAN VISION, INC., GLEN ROCK, 
NJ. FILED 3-18-1993. 


THE LINING IN THE MARK IS FOR SHADING PUR- 
POSES ONLY. 

FOR CONTACT LENS CLEANING AND DISINFECT- 
ING KIT COMPRISED OF AN ELECTRICAL CLEANING 
CHAMBER AND CLEANING AND DISINFECTING SO- 
LUTION (U.S. CLS. 6, 44 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 5-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 5-1-1992. 


SN 74-370,735. L.C. LIMING & SONS, INC., FELICITY, OH. 
FILED 3-22-1993. 


ROLLIEVER 


FOR NON-ELECTRIC BODY MASSAGERS; NAMELY, 
BACK MASSAGERS, FOOT MASSAGERS, AND HAND 
MASSAGERS (U.S. CL. 44). 
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SN 74-371,871. MICRO MEGA S.A., 
FRANCE, FILED 3-25-1993. 


25000 BESANCON, 


TURBOCID 


OWNER OF FRANCE REG. NO. 
9-15-1988, EXPIRES 9-15-1998. 

FOR CLEANING AND DEGREASING DEVICES FOR 
USE ON DENTAL HANDPIECES AND CONTRA- 
ANGLES, AND DENTAL DEVICES; NAMELY, HAND- 
PIECES AND CONTRA-ANGLES (U.S. CL. 44). 


1,489,546, DATED 


SN 74-372,808. R.S. SUPPLIES, INC., FULLERTON, CA. 
FILED 3-29-1993. 


TRU-TRACE 


FOR CARDIOLOGY SUPPLIES; NAMELY, ELEC- 
TRODES FOR USE WITH ELECTROCARDIOGRAPH MA- 
CHINES, MONITORING EQUIPMENT, AND STRESS 
TESTS (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 4-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1992. 


SN 74-374,857. FLOSSRITE CORPORATION, 
WAYNE, IN. FILED 4-2-1993. 


FORT 


DR. FLOSSER 


FOR DENTAL FLOSS APPLIANCE AND FLOSS SOLD 
TOGETHER AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 5-20-1985; IN COMMERCE 5-20-1985. 


SN 74-375,203. NORFIELDS CORPORATION, 
HILLS, CA. FILED 4-5-1993. 


norfields 


EQUINEhockwrap 


BEVERLY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “EQUINE HOCK WRAP”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR ORTHOPEDIC BANDAGES CONTAINING MAG- 
NETS FOR USE ON HORSES (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1993. 
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SN 74-376,117. SOCIETE DE FABRICATION DE MATERI- 
EL ORTHOPEDIQUE ET CHIRURGICAL (S.A.), 75116 
PARIS, FRANCE, FILED 4-2-1993. 


sOFRMOR 


OWNER OF FRANCE REG. 
5-19-1992, EXPIRES 5-19-2002. 

FOR ORTHOPEDIC ARTICLES; NAMELY, SUPPORTS 
AND BANDAGES, SPLINTS, ORTHOTICS, AND COR- 
SETS; ORTHOTICS FOR CORRECTING RACHIDIA CUR- 
VATURES; SURGICAL IMPLANTS; NAMELY, BONE 
AND ORTHOPEDIC IMPLANTS; AND DENTAL IM- 
PLANTS (U.S. CL. 44). 


NO. 92/419,955, DATED 


SN 74-376,598. CHIRON CORPORATION, EMERYVILLE, 
CA. FILED 4-7-1993. 


ARC-T SYSTEM 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SYSTEM”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR OPHTHALMIC SURGICAL INSTRUMENTS (U.S. 
CL. 44). 


SN 74-383,590.. CABOT TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, 
WILMINGTON, DE. FILED 4-26-1993. 


NIAGARA 


FOR MEDICAL INSTRUMENTS AND APPARATUS; 
NAMELY, FLUID DELIVERY SYSTEM COMPRISING 
PUMPS, PROBES, AND FLUID SOLUTION CONTAINERS, 
AND PARTS THEREFOR, FOR USE IN SURGICAL PRO- 
CEDURES; NAMELY, ENDOSCOPIC AND LAPAROSCO- 
PIC SURGICAL PROCEDURES (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 5-28-1992; INCOMMERCE 5-28-1992. 
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SN 74-385,227. JULIUS ZORN, INC., CUYAHOGA FALLS, 
OH. FILED 4-28-1993. 


> 
oT 


FOR WEARING APPAREL WORN FOR MEDICINAL 
PURPOSES, ALL MANUFACTURED FROM ELASTIC 
KNITTINGS OR WOVEN MATERIALS FOR COMPRES- 
SION AND SUPPORT; NAMELY, COMPRESSION LEO- 
TARDS AND COMPRESSION STOCKINGS, COMPRES- 
SION ANKLETS, GARTER LEGGINGS, GARTER STOCK- 
INGS, KNEE BRACES, HALF-THIGH LEGGINGS, HALF- 
THIGH STOCKINGS, THIGH STOCKINGS, THIGH LEG- 
GINGS, HALF-THIGH KNEE BRACES, ELBOW BAN- 
DAGES, WRIST BANDAGES, GLOVES OR MITTENS, 
SLEEVES ALSO WITH MITTEN OR HAND ATTACH- 
MENT AND HEAD COMPRESSION GARMENTS, SURGI- 
CAL SUPPORTS FOR WOMEN AND MEN, COMPRES- 
SION LEOTARDS FOR MATERNITY, ABDOMINAL SUP- 
PORTS FOR WOMEN AND MEN, SUPPORT STOCKINGS, 
SUPPORT PANTY HOSE OR WAIST HIGH SUPPORT 
LEOTARDS; THERMAL WOOLEN BANDAGES, THER- 
MAL WOOLEN UNDERWEAR (U.S. CLS. 39 AND 44). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1991. 


SN 74-392,697. SURGIMED-MLB, INC., NEWTOWN, PA. 
FILED 5-20-1993. 


CLEAN-PORT 


FOR VALVE AND CHANNEL USED TO FLUSH 
CLEANING FLUID THROUGH SHAFT OF AN INSTRU- 
MENT USED FOR LAPAROSCOPIC CHLOYCESTECTO- 
MIES IN ORDER TO CLEAN THE INSTRUMENT (U.S. 
CL. 44). 


SN 74-399,685. ADVANCED INTERVENTIONAL SYS- 
TEMS, IRVINE, CA. FILED 6-8-1993. 


INSTALAIS 


FOR MEDICAL DEVICES; NAMELY, CATHETERS 
AND EXCIMER LASERS FOR USE IN THE TREATMENT 
OF HEART AND VEIN DISEASES AND CARDIOVASCU- 
LAR CONDITIONS (U.S. CL. 44). 
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SN 74-401,529. IMAGYN MEDICAL, 
NIGUEL, CA. FILED 6-14-1993. 


INC., LAGUNA 


FALLOPOSCOPE 


FOR ENDOSCOPES FOR MEDICAL USE (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 12-9-1991; INCOMMERCE 12-9-1991. 


SN 74-404,752. CAUVERY AMERICAN GROUP, DBA 
SAXTON MEDICAL SUPPLY, JOHNSTOWN, PA. 
FILED 6-23-1993. 


SAXTON SILK TOUCH 
GLOVES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GLOVES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR DISPOSABLE MEDICAL GLOVES (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-405,716. CLINITRONICS, INC., ASHEVILLE, NC. 
FILED 6-25-1993. 


CLINITRAX 


FOR MEDICAL DEVICES; NAMELY, POWERED 
LONG-AXIS TRACTION APPARATUS USED IN PHYSI- 
CAL THERAPY AND CHIROPRACTIC TREATMENT 
(U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 3-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-26-1993. 


SN 74-406,859. VASAMEDICS, INC., ST. PAUL, MN. FILED 
6-25-1993. 


LASERDOPP 


FOR BLOOD FLOW AND PRESSURE MONITORING 
INSTRUMENTS (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-407,855. QUINTON INSTRUMENT COMPANY, SE- 
ATTLE, WA. FILED 7-1-1993. 


20/20 


FOR MEDICAL DATA RECORDING INSTRUMENTS 
FOR USE AS PART OF AN AMBULATORY ELECTRO- 
CARDIOGRAM ANALYSIS APPARATUS (U.S. CLS. 21, 26 
AND 44). 
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SN 74-408,159. ELECTONE, INC., LONGWOOD, FL. FILED 
7-2-1993. 


SECURITY BLANKET 


FOR HEARING AIDS (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 5-30-1991; INCOMMERCE 5-30-1991. 


SN 74-408,223. KAPITEX HEALTHCARE LTD., WETH- 
ERBY, WEST YORKSHIRE LS22 4GH, ENGLAND, 
FILED 6-29-1993. 


NEONAZE 


FOR ARTIFICIAL NOSES, TRACHEOSTOMY FILTERS 
AND LARYNECTOMY FILTERS, AND PARTS AND FIT- 
TINGS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-408,295. AARON MEDICAL INDUSTRIES, INC., ST. 
PETERSBURG, FL. FILED 7-2-1993. 


RESISTICK 


FOR ELECTRO-SURGICAL BLADE (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-408,371. LRC PRODUCTS LIMITED, CHINGFORD, 
LONDON E4 8QA, ENGLAND, FILED 7-2-1993. 


BIOGEL SENSOR 


FOR GLOVES, MADE OF NATURAL OR SYNTHETIC 
RUBBER OR PLASTIC POLYMERIC MATERIALS FOR 
HOSPITAL, MEDICAL, DENTAL, SURGICAL OR VET- 
ERINARY USE (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-408,639. MEDIBAR MEDICAL INDUSTRIES INC., 
BOCA RATON, FL. FILED 7-1-1993. 


MEDIBAR MONITOR 
ALWAYS ON-CALL! 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MONITOR”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CARDIAC MONITORING DEVICE AND RELAT- 
ED SUPPLIES PACKAGED AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 
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SN 74-408,747. J. D. MEDICAL INC., FOUNTAIN VALLEY, 
CA. FILED 7-6-1993. 


FAST START 


FOR NEUROMUSCULAR ELECTRICAL 
MULATORS (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 6-15-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1991. 


NERVE STI- 


SN 74-409,585. RESPIRONICS, INC., MURRYSVILLE, PA. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


SPECTRUM 


FOR RESPIRATORY MASKS (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-409,777. LOWELL SHOE, 
FILED 7-2-1993. 


EARVIEW 


INC., HUDSON, NH. 


FOR MEDICAL DEVICES; NAMELY, OTOSCOPES (U.S. 
CL. 44). 


SN 74-409,778. ELECTRO-CATHETER CORPORATION, 
RAHWAY, NJ. FILED 7-2-1993. 


INVESTIGATOR 


FOR ELECTRO PHYSIOLOGICAL CATHETERS (U.S. 
CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 9-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 9-1-1992. 


SN 74-409,844. LOWELL SHOE, 
FILED 7-2-1993. 


INC., HUDSON, NH. 


TIMESCOPE 


FOR MEDICAL DEVICES; NAMELY, STETHOSCOPE 
AND TIMEPIECE COMBINATIONS (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-409,942. HOWMEDICA 
FILED 7-1-1993. 


INC., NEW YORK, NY. 


FIRSTSTEP 


FOR IMPLANTS AND INSTRUMENTS FOR USE IN 
THE COMPRESSION AND FIXATION OF BONES (U.S. 
CL. 44). 
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SN 74-409,957. U.S. BIOMATERIALS CORPORATION, TI- 
MONIUM, MD. FILED 7-6-1993. 


PERIOGLASS 


FOR IMPLANTS USED IN DENTISTRY AND ORAL 
SURGERY (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-409,976. REGALTEX INTERNATIONAL, 
BROOKLYN, NY. FILED 7-1-1993. 


AID 


FOR LATEX EXAMINATION GLOVES (U.S. CLS. 39 
AND 44). 


FIRST USE 2-5-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-5-1993. 


INC., 


SN 74-409,998. PACIFIC MEDICAL SUPPLIES PTY. LTD., 
RICHMOND, VICTORIA, AUSTRALIA, FILED 7-7-1993. 


BALLOONFUSOR 


FOR BALLOON DESIGNED TO BE CONNECTED TO 
FLOW CONTROL TUBING FOR THE INFUSION INTRA- 
VENOUSLY, SUBCUTANEOUSLY AND NASOGASTRI- 
CALLY OF FLUIDS TO HUMANS AND ANIMALS (U.S. 
CL. 44). 


SN 74-410,000. PACIFIC MEDICAL SUPPLIES PTY. LTD., 
RICHMOND, VICTORIA, AUSTRALIA, FILED 7-7-1993. 


SPRINGFUSOR 


FOR SYRINGE INFUSION PUMP DESIGNED TO BE 
CONNECTED TO FLOW CONTROL TUBING FOR THE 
INFUSION INTRAVENOUSLY, SUBCUTANEOUSLY AND 
NASOGASTRICALLY OF FLUIDS TO HUMANS AND 
ANIMALS (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-410,220. WAGGONER, MARK B., PLANO, TX. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


STERIWATER 


FOR MEDICAL APPARATUS; NAMELY, WATER DE- 
LIVERY SYSTEM FOR DENTISTRY (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-410,385. ALCON SURGICAL, INC., FORT WORTH, 
TX. FILED 7-7-1993. 


GFI 


FOR TUBING SETS FOR USE WITH OPHTHALMIC 
SURGICAL EQUIPMENT (U.S. CL. 44). 
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SN 74-410,399. ENDOMEDICAL TECHNOLOGIES, INC., 
ROANOKE, VA. FILED 7-6-1993. 


FLEXI-SHIELD 


FOR PROTECTIVE COVERING FOR ENDOSCOPE (U.S. 
CL. 44). 


SN 74-410,400. U.S. BIOMATERIALS CORPORATION, TI- 
MONIUM, MD. FILED 7-7-1993. 


ERMI 


FOR IMPLANTS USED IN DENTISTRY AND ORAL 
SURGERY (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 12-17-1990; IN COMMERCE 12-17-1990. 


SN 74-411,020. TROXXON INTERNATIONAL, INC., FORT 
LAUDERDALE, FL. FILED 7-12-1993. 


MICROPEL 


FOR RE-USABLE SURGICAL GOWNS, RE-USABLE 
SURGICAL DRAPES, RE-USABLE SURGICAL WRAPS, 
RE-USABLE SURGICAL CAPS, RE-USABLE SURGICAL 
MASKS, RE-USABLE SURGICAL BOOTS, RE-USABLE 
SURGICAL SCRUBS, RE-USABLE SURGICAL JUMP- 
SUITS, RE-USABLE SURGICAL APRONS, RE-USABLE 
SURGICAL DRAPES, RE-USABLE SURGICAL SHEETS 
AND SURGICAL LAP COATS (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-411,157. ARTHROTEK, INC., WARSAW, IN. FILED 
7-12-1992. 


HARPOON 


FOR ORTHOPEDIC IMPLANTS; NAMELY, A SUTURE 
ANCHOR USED FOR ATTACHING SOFT TISSUES, TEN- 
DONS AND LIGAMENTS TO BONE (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 7-2-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-2-1993. 


SN 74-412,123. MALLINCKRODT MEDICAL, INC., ST. 
LOUIS, MO. FILED 7-13-1993. 


FAST-PAK 


FOR ANGIOGRAPHY KIT CONSISTING OF AN AN- 
GIOGRAPHY CATHETER, GUIDEWIRE, DISPOSABLE 
SYRINGES, NEEDLES, GAUZE PADS, TOWELS, SWABS, 
SCALPEL; BANDAGE, LIDOCAINE SOLUTION, STOP- 
COCK AND ROENTGENOGRAPHY SET (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 4-20-1983; IN COMMERCE 4-20-1983. 
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SN 74-412,291. JOBST INSTITUTE, INC., TOLEDO, OH. 
FILED 7-14-1993. 


JOBST ATHROMBIC 


OWNER OF US. REG. NOS. 715,157, 
OTHERS. 


FOR ANTI-EMBOLIC STOCKINGS (U.S. CLS. 39 AND 
44). 


1,305,688 AND 


SN 74-412,932. DEVON INDUSTRIES, 
WORTH, CA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


INC., CHATS- 


POINT-LOK 


FOR SYRINGE NEEDLE FOIL (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-413,007. ZIMMER, 
7-16-1993. 


INC., WARSAW, IN. FILED 


FLEXSYS 


FOR ORTHOPEDIC PROSTHETIC IMPLANTS AND 
SURGICAL INSTRUMENTS THEREFORE (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-413,089. BIRTCHER MEDICAL SYSTEMS, INC., 
IRVINE, CA. FILED 7-16-1993. 


SURECLEAN 


FOR ELECTROSURGICAL PROBE (U.S. CL. 44). 
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APPARATUS 


SN 74-225,444. FRANZ SILL GMBH, D-1000 BERLIN 61, 
FED REP GERMANY, FILED 11-26-1991. 


SILL 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. S52894/11WZ, FILED 
8-24-1991, REG. NO. 2008600, DATED 1-27-1992, EXPIRES 
8-24-2001. 

FOR ELECTRIC LIGHTING AND _ FIXTURES; 
NAMELY, HIGH-POWERED PROJECTORS FOR TUNG- 
STEN HALOGEN LAMPS, PLANE PROJECTORS, COM- 
PACT AND INDOOR LIGHTING FITTINGS FOR HIGH- 
PRESSURE DISCHARGE LAMPS, COMPACT PLANE 
PROJECTORS FOR HIGH-PRESSURE DISCHARGE 
LAMPS, POWER PROJECTORS, WATER-PROOF AND 
DUST-TIGHT, UPLIGHTERS FOR METAL HALID 
LAMPS, AND INDUSTRIAL LIGHTING FITTINGS FOR 
HIGH-PRESSURE DISCHARGE LAMPS, CRANE LIGHT- 
ING FITTINGS FOR HIGH-PRESSURE DISCHARGE 
LAMPS, DISPLAY PROJECTOR AND DOWN LIGHTS 
FOR HIGH-PRESSURE DISCHARGE LAMPS; FLOOD- 
LIGHTS; FRAMES, BRACKETS, LAMPS, WIRE GRIDS, 
GLASS, MOUNTING PLATES, MOUNTING SUSPENSION; 
TRANSFORMERS, HINGE JOINTS, TRIPODS ALL FOR 
USE WITH THE FOREGOING ELECTRICAL LIGHTING 
APPARATUS AND FIXTURES; PARTS FOR ALL THE 
FOREGOING (U.S. CL. 21). 


SN 74-236,016. CANPLAS INDUSTRIES LTD., BARRIE, 
ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 1-8-1992. 


DURAFLO 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 696085, FILED 12-23-1991, REG. NO. 
TMA413,717, DATED 6-18-1993, EXPIRES 6-18-2008. 

FOR VENTILATION PRODUCTS; NAMELY, ROOF 
VENTS (U.S. CL. 34). 


SN 74-323,650. THERMON CANADA LIMITED, HYDE 
PARK, ONTARIO, NOM 1Z0, CANADA, FILED 
10-16-1992. 


CPD 


OWNER OF CANADA REG. NO. TMA308,069, DATED 
11-8-1985, EXPIRES 11-8-2000. 

FOR ELECTRIC HEATER CABLE USED TO WARM 
FLOORS, HEAT EXTERIOR SURFACES, REMOVE SNOW 
AND ICE FROM ROOFS AND EAVES, PREVENT THE 
ACCUMULATION OF SNOW AND ICE ON SIDEWALKS, 
PEDESTRIAN RAMPS, ROADS AND RAMPS, AND 
FREEZE PROTECT OR MAINTAIN ELEVATED TEM- 
PERATURES ON PLASTIC OR METAL PIPE AND RE- 
LATED EQUIPMENT (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 34). 
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SN 74-338,941. ROBERT BOSCH GMBH, 7016 GERLINGEN- 


SCHILLERHOHE, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 
12-10-1992. 


AERISTO 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. B95715/11WZ, FILED 
6-12-1992, REG. NO. WZ2019034, DATED 6-12-1992, EX- 
PIRES 6-12-2002. 


FOR INTERIOR AIR-FILTERS FOR VEHICLES (US. 
CL. 31). 


SN 74-354,700. RAB ELECTRIC MANUFACTURING COM- 
PANY, INC., NORTHVALE, NJ. FILED 2-1-1993. 


RAB 


FOR ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, INDOOR 
AND OUTDOOR MOTION-ACTIVATED LIGHTING FIX- 
TURES WITH EXPLOSIONPROOF, VAPORPROOF, 
WEATHERPROOF AND VANDALPROOF FEATURES 
(U.S. CL. 21). e 

FIRST USE 1-1-1948; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1948. 


SN 74-355,961. EMISSION CONTROL SYSTEMS, INC., PE- 
TALUMA, CA. FILED 2-5-1993. 


C-CAT 


FOR MOBILE CATALYTIC INCINERATION SYSTEM, 
COMPRISED OF INCINERATOR, CATALYST, COMPRES- 
SOR AND CONTROL CIRCUITRY COMPONENTS, SOLD 
AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 34). 


SN 74-357,471. SELLARIO TECHNOLOGIES (BARBADOS) 
LIMITED, BRIDGETOWN, BARBADOS, FILED 
2-10-1993. 


ECOPAK 


FOR DEVICE FOR CARBONATING BEVERAGES BY 
INTRODUCING PRESSURIZED CARBON DIOXIDE GAS 
INTO THE BEVERAGE; NAMELY, A UNIT FOR RECEIV- 
ING A CONTAINER OF LIQUID AND A CONTAINER OF 
CARBON DIOXIDE GAS AND PACKAGES OF POP 
SYRUPS, CONCENTRATES AND OTHER LIQUIDS (US. 
CL. 31). 
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SN 74-376,741. AIR FILTER TECHNOLOGY, INC., LOS 
ANGELES, CA. FILED 4-8-1993. 


AIR FILTER TECHNOLOGY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “AIR FILTER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


FOR AIR FILTERS FOR USE IN INDUSTRIAL AND/OR 
RESIDENTIAL APPLICATIONS (U.S. CL. 31). 


SN 74-390,631. CALDWELL, J. DEAN, MINOT, ND. FILED 
5-14-1993. 


Pooch: 
Pottie 


FOR DOG WASTE SYSTEMS; NAMELY, PET TOILETS 
(U.S. CLS. 21 AND 31). 


SN 74-392,821. NOMA INTERNATIONAL, INC., FOREST 
PARK, IL. FILED 5-20-1993. 


SOUND SENSATIONS 


FOR ELECTRIC STRING LIGHTING SETS (U.S. CL. 21). 


SN 74-397,265. AMCOR GROUP LTD., LONG ISLAND 
CITY, NY. FILED 6-3-1993. 


CLEARAIRE 


FOR ELECTRONIC AIR PURIFIERS FOR DOMESTIC 
USE (U.S. CL. 31). 


SN 74-398,970. GARRITY INDUSTRIES, INC., MADISON, 
CT. FILED 6-8-1993. 


COOL BEAMS 


FOR FLASHLIGHTS (US. CL. 21). 
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SN 74-400,703. AQUAAIR ENVIRONMENTAL, 
BEND, OR. FILED 6-10-1993. 


INC., 


AQUAAIR 


FOR LIQUID AND GAS PURIFICATION AND FILTRA- 
TION UNITS UTILIZING PROPRIETARY MEMBRANES 
FOR INDUSTRIAL USE (U.S. CLS. 31 AND 34). 

FIRST USE 5-16-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-16-1991. 


SN 74-401,879. ACT DISTRIBUTION, INC., YORBA LINDA, 
CA. FILED 6-15-1993. 


METLUND 


FOR WATER AND ENERGY CONSERVATION EQUIP- 
MENT; NAMELY, WATER PUMPS, WATER PIPES, 
WATER HEATER AND WATER CIRCULATION SYSTEM 
FOR CIRCULATION OF WATER IN PIPES AND CON- 
TROLS THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. 31 AND 34). 

FIRST USE 4-1-1986; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1986. 


SN 74-411,712. HANSGROHE, INC., SOQUEL, CA. FILED 
7-9-1993. 


THE VERTICAL 
WHIRLPOOL 


FOR SHOWER HEADS, SHOWERS WITH MULTIPLE 
HEADS AND CONTROLS THEREFORE (U.S. CL. 13). 


CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


SN 74-302,542. FERRARI S.P.A., 41100 MODENA, ITALY, 
FILED 8-10-1992. 


NS (er 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON ITALY 
APPLICATION NO. TO92C001029, FILED 5-15-1992, REG. 
NO. 578396, DATED 10-16-1992, EXPIRES 5-15-2012. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “AMERICA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MOTOR CARS; NAMELY, SPORTS CARS (U.S. CL. 
19). 
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SN 74-324,092. DBX ENGINEERING CORPORATION, IN- 
DIANAPOLIS, IN. FILED 10-19-1992. 


AXLELESS 


FOR LAND VEHICLES; NAMELY, TRAILERS, 
TRUCKS, VANS AND AUTOMOBILES SUPPORTED ON 
A SURFACE BY WHEELS SECURED TO STUB AXLES, 
AND LAND VEHICLES SUSPENSIONS FOR USE IN SUP- 
PORTING STUB AXLES CARRYING WHEELS OF 
TRAILERS, TRUCKS, VANS AND AUTOMOBILES (U.S. 
CL. 19). 


SN 74-349,735. CRIMSON, 
FILED 1-19-1993. 


INC., NARA-CITY, JAPAN, 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED LETTER “A”. 

FOR AUTOMOBILE PARTS; NAMELY, WHEELS, 
STEERING WHEELS, SEATS, SEAT COVERS, SHIFT 
KNOBS, MIRRORS, PEDAL COVERS AND TRAVEL 
TRAILERS FOR VEHICLES (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 35). 


SN 74-350,650. WAGNER MINING AND CONSTRUCTION 
EQUIPMENT CO., PORTLAND, OR. FILED 1-19-1993. 


FULLBACK 


FOR EARTH-MOVING VEHICLES; NAMELY, OFF- 
ROAD HAULING TRUCKS INCLUDING DUMP TRUCKS 
(U.S. CL. 23). 


SN 74-353,142. BACHMAN, MARY H., DBA TRUSTEE OF 
THE R.P. BROOKS TRUST, A TRUST OF TEXAS, LAKE 
KIOWA, TX. AND FRAME, FRANCES BROOKS, DBA 
TRUSTEE OF THE R.P. BROOKS TRUST, A TRUST OF 
TEXAS, LAKE KIOWA, TX. ASSIGNEE OF BROOKS, 
RAYMOND P., LAKE KIOWA, TX. FILED 1-26-1993. 


BROOKS 


SEC. 2(F). 
FOR PATIENT'S WHEELCHAIR (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 5-21-1987; IN COMMERCE 5-21-1987. 
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SN 74-355,685. GUCCI AMERICA, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 2-4-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,149,724. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF TWO FACING “GG’S” CON- 
TAINED IN A CIRCLE. 

FOR CUSTOMIZED AUTOMOBILES; AND HOOD OR- 
NAMENTS FOR SUCH AUTOMOBILES (US. CL. 19). 


SN 74-375,634. GENESIS COMPOSITES, INC., SALT LAKE 
CITY, UT. FILED 4-5-1993. 


GENESIS COMPOSITES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COMPOSITES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR VEHICLES FOR LAND USE; NAMELY, BICYCLES 
AND STRUCTURAL PARTS THEREOF, AND WHEEL- 
CHAIRS AND STRUCTURAL PARTS THEREOF; COMPO- 
NENTS OF WHEELCHAIRS SOLD THEREWITH; 
NAMELY, POWER-OPERATED UNITS DESIGNED TO 
ASSIST OCCUPANT IN RISING FROM WHEELCHAIR 
(U.S. CLS. 19, 21 AND 44). 


SN 74-381,881. SHIMANO, 
JAPAN, FILED 4-23-1993. 


INC., SAKAI, OSAKA 590, 


SHIMANO INTER M 


OWNER OF US. REG. NOS. 989,509, 
OTHERS. 

FOR BICYCLE STRUCTURAL PARTS; NAMELY, HUBS, 
HUB GEARS, SHIFTING LEVERS AND COASTER 
BRAKES (U.S. CL. 19). 


1,682,376 AND 
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SN 74-383,132. WILLIAMSON, DON JOSE, ST. LOUIS, MO. 
FILED 4-27-1993. 


KID SQUID 


FOR CHILD'S RAFT AND TILLER ASSEMBLY (U.S. 
CLS. 19 AND 22). 


SN 74-387,678. DUNLOP FRANCE, 92130 ISSY-LES-MOU- 
LINEAUX, FRANCE, FILED 5-6-1993. 


SPAX 


FOR AIRPLANE TIRES (U.S. CL. 19). 
FIRST USE 3-23-1989; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1989. 


SN 74-390,815. LUMEX, INC., BAY SHORE, NY. FILED 
5-17-1993. 


LUIVIEX 


for the quality of life 


OWNER OF US. REG. NOS. 889,784 AND 1,289,792. 
FOR WHEELCHAIRS (US. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 3-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-15-1992. 


SN 74-396,263. BURKE MOBILITY PRODUCTS, 
KANSAS CITY, KS. FILED 6-1-1993. 


EXPLORER 


INC., 


FOR PERSONAL MOBILITY VEHICLES; NAMELY, 
SELF-PROPELLED MOTORIZED SCOOTERS FOR 
HANDICAPPED PERSONS, AND PARTS THEREFOR 
(U.S. CL. 19). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-0-1991. 


SN 74-400,289. TEMCO METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
CLACKAMAS, OR. FILED 6-11-1993. 


CAM CAP 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CAP”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FUEL INLET CAP FOR MOTOR VEHICLES (U.S. 
CL. 19). 
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SN 74-400,574. HUFFY CORPORATION, MIAMISBURG, 
OH. FILED 6-11-1993. 


STREET STOCK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “STOCK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BICYCLES AND STRUCTURAL PARTS THEREOF 
(U.S. CL. 19). 

FIRST USE 3-31-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-31-1993. 


SN 74-401,257. FORD MOTOR COMPANY, DEARBORN, 
MI. FILED 6-14-1993. 


MOUNTAINEER 


FOR MOTOR VEHICLES; NAMELY, TRUCKS AND 
THEIR STRUCTURAL PARTS (U.S. CL. 19). 


SN 74-403,181. PACCAR INC, DBA KENWORTH TRUCK 
COMPANY, BELLEVUE, WA. FILED 6-21-1993. 


DAYLITE DOOR 


FOR TRUCKS (US. CL. 19). 


SN 74-408,942. TENNESSEE ACQUISITION CORP., MARY- 
VILLE, TN. FILED 7-6-1993. 


WETJET 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 138,156. 

FOR RECREATIONAL SINGLE OR DUAL RIDER JET 
BOATS (U.S. CL. 19). 

FIRST USE 5-31-1985; IN COMMERCE 5-31-1985. 


SN 74-409,399. EMBRAER - EMPRESA BRASILEIRA DE 
AERONAUTICA S.A. 12227-901 SAO JOSE DOS 
CAMPOS, SAO PAULO, BRAZIL, FILED 7-6-1993. 


TUCANO 


THE WORD “TUCANO” IS TRANSLATED INTO ENG- 
LISH AS “TOUCAN”. 
FOR AIRPLANES (U.S. CL. 19). 
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SN 74-409,400. EMBRAER - EMPRESA BRASILEIRA DE 
AERONAUTICA S.A., 12227-901 SAO JOSE DOS 
CAMPOS, SAO PAULO, BRAZIL, FILED 7-6-1993. 


SUPER TUCANO 


THE WORD “TUCANO” IS TRANSLATED INTO ENG- 
LISH AS “TOUCAN”. 
FOR AIRPLANES (U.S. CL. 19). 


SN 74-410,630. GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, DE- 
TROIT, MI. FILED 7-9-1993. 


CREATING A HIGHER 
STANDARD 


FOR MOTOR VEHICLES; NAMELY, AUTOMOBILES, 
ENGINES THEREFOR, AND STRUCTURAL PARTS 
THEREOF (U.S. CL. 19). 


SN 74-411,586. HOLLEMAN, ROBERT T., LAFAYETTE, 
LA. FILED 7-12-1993. 


SERGEANT 


FOR WHEELED VEHICLES FOR LAND TRANSPOR- 
TATION; NAMELY, AUTOMOBILES AND TRUCKS (US. 
CL. 19). 


SN 74-413,661. RUGGED TRAIL, INC., MT. BRADDOCK, 
PA. FILED 7-16-1993. 


HAMMER HEAD 


FOR SHOCK ABSORBERS FOR VEHICLES (US. CL. 19). 
FIRST USE 6-25-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-25-1993. 


SN 74-417,800. MORGAN TECHNOLOGY, INC., DOWNERS 
GROVE, IL. FILED 7-28-1993. 


MICROLITE 


FOR WHEELCHAIRS (U.S. CL. 44). 


SN 74-418,940. ENKEI AUTOMOTIVE LTD., SHIZUOKA, 
JAPAN, FILED 8-2-1993. 


IMPUL 


FOR AUTOMOTIVE WHEELS (US. CL. 19). 
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SN 74-418,943. ENKEI AUTOMOTIVE LTD., SHIZUOKA, 
JAPAN, FILED 8-2-1993. 


KENT 


FOR AUTOMOTIVE WHEELS (U.S. CL. 19). 


CLASS 13—FIREARMS 


SN 74-413,918. PACIFIC RESEARCH LABORATORIES, 
INC., VASHON, WA. FILED 7-19-1993. 


RIMROCK 


FOR RIFLES AND RIFLE STOCKS (US. CL. 9). 


CLASS 14—JEWELRY 


SN 74-365,022. JAN BELL MARKETING, INC., SUNRISE, 
FL. FILED 3-5-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INTERNATIONAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLOR GOLD 
WHICH COLOR IS CLAIMED AS A FEATURE OF THE 
MARK. 


FOR JEWELRY (U.S. CL. 28). 
FIRST USE 3-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 


SN 74-378,337. LUCORAL CO., TAIPEI, TAIWAN, FILED 
4-13-1993. 


SHELL MABE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MABE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PEARLS AND JEWELRY (U.S. CL. 28). 

FIRST USE 4-2-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-2-1992. 
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SN 74-384,044. TRIUMPH INTERNATIONAL, INC., LOS 
ANGELES, CA. FILED 4-29-1993. 


ata 


i? 


FI 


FOR JEWELRY, WATCHES AND BELT BUCKLES OF 
PRECIOUS METAL FOR CLOTHING (U.S. CLS. 27 AND 
28). 


SN 74-397,386. BALLET JEWELS INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 6-1-1993. 


BALLET 


FOR JEWELRY (U.S. CL. 28). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1940; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1940. 


SN 74-401,250. 
6-14-1993. 


J.D.M., INC., LIVONIA, MI. FILED 


J. DEMERE DESIGNS 


FOR JEWELRY SET WITH PRECIOUS STONES AND/ 
OR CRAFTED PRECIOUS METALS AND ALLOYS (US. 
CL. 28). 


SN 74-402,460. ALMAR SALES CO., INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 6-17-1993. 


SHARE A PAIR 


FOR JEWELRY; NAMELY, EARRINGS (U.S. CL. 28). 
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CLASS 15—MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS 


SN 74-343,809. WITTROCK, JOHN B., DBA ALAMO MUSIC 
PRODUCTS, HOUSTON, TX. AND WINTZ, DAVID G., 


DBA ALAMO MUSIC PRODUCTS, HOUSTON, TX. 
FILED 12-28-1992. 


ALAMO 


FOR MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS AND ACCESSORIES; 
NAMELY, GUITARS, GUITAR SLIDES AND GUITAR 
PICKS (U.S. CL. 36). 3 

FIRST USE 12-16-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-16-1992. 


SN 74-412,967. MIDI MUSIC CENTER, INC., DBA 
LOWREY ORGAN COMPANY, LA GRANGE PARK, IL. 
FILED 7-12-1993. 


MX-2 


FOR ELECTRIC ORGANS (U.S. CL. 36). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1990. 


SN 74-416,244. SAMICK MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS CO., 
LTD., INCHON, REPUBLIC OF KOREA, FILED 
7-23-1993. 


FOR GUITARS (US. CL. 36). 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


SN 74-042,806. EATING WELL MAGAZINE, CHARLOTTE, 
UT. BY CHANGE OF NAME AND ASSIGNMENT 
FROM EATING WELL INC., CHARLOTTE, VT. FILED 
3-26-1990. 


KATINGWELL, 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THE MAGAZINE OF FOOD & HEALTH”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CALENDARS AND BOOKS FEATURING A 
SERIES OF RECIPES (U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-185,426. LOCKHART, WILLIAM E., DALLAS, TX. 
FILED 7-15-1991. 


LOCKHART BOND 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BOND”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR BOND PAPER (U.S. CL. 37). 

FIRST USE 4-29-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-29-1991. 


SN 74-197,995. KATZ, CHARLES J., JR., SEATTLE, WA. 
FILED 8-26-1991. 


OBSCURITY EDITIONS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “EDITIONS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ARTISTS’ PORTFOLIOS AND ART BOOKS FOR 
SHOWING PICTURES AND OTHER ARTISTIC ILLUS- 
TRATIONS (U.S. CL. 37). 


SN 74-218,640. ANCO COLLECTOR SUPPLIES, 
FLORENCE, AL. FILED 11-4-1991. 


INC., 


THE BULLET 


FOR COLLECTIBLE TRADING CARDS FOR THE 
SPORT OF FOOTBALL (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 8-23-1991; INCOMMERCE 8-24-1991. 


SN 74-224,113. MONTROSE PUBLISHING, INC., POTO- 
MAC, MD. BY CHANGE OF NAME FROM PHILLIPS 
PUBLISHING, INC., POTOMAC, MD. FILED 11-22-1991. 


MIN MEDIA INDUSTRY 
NEWSLETTER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MEDIA INDUSTRY NEWSLETTER”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR NEWSLETTERS DIRECTED TO MEDIA MAR- 
KETING (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1979; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1979. 
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SN 74-253,889. OTT, EMILINE ROYCO, CHEVY CHASE, 
MD. FILED 3-2-1992. 


ISLAND IMAGES 


FOR PAPER PRODUCTS; NAMELY, NOTECARDS, 
POSTCARDS, POSTERS, CALENDARS, STATIONERY, 
AND PHOTOGRAPHIC PRINTS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 5-1-1991. 


SN 74-276,307. HALL, JENA, WOODSBURY, NY. FILED 
5-18-1992. 


DESIGNER IN RESIDENCE 


FOR NEWSPAPER COLUMN DEALING WITH INTERI- 
OR AND PRODUCT DESIGN (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1985. 


SN 74-287,437. UNITED METHODIST PUBLISHING 
HOUSE, THE, NASHVILLE, TN. FILED 6-23-1992. 


PATHWAYS TO DISCOVERY 


FOR TEACHING AND LEARNING KIT DESIGNED 
FOR CHILDREN FOR EDUCATIONAL AND RELIGIOUS 
INSTRUCTIONS AND COMPOSED OF INSTRUCTIONAL 
PAMPHLETS, LEAFLETS, POSTERS, STICKERS, HOW- 
TO MANUALS, AND PRE-RECORDED AUDIO TAPES 
FOR USE AND DISSEMINATION BY MEMBER CHURCH- 
ES AND OTHER RELIGIOUS ORGANIZATIONS AND 
DENOMINATIONS (U.S. CL. 50). 

FIRST USE 6-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1992. 


SN 74-303,379. ROLLINGS, CRAWFORD, KANSAS CITY, 
MO. FILED 8-12-1992. 


CANDL BOOKS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BOOKS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR SELF-PUBLISHED FICTION AND NONFICTION 
BOOKS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 9-5-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-23-1991. 


SN 74-311,739. COMMUNICATION SKILL BUILDERS, 
INC., TUCSON, AZ. FILED 9-8-1992. 


THE T.1.M.E. 


FOR PRINTED TESTING MATERIALS FOR INFANT 
AND TODDLER’S MOTOR SKILLS FOR USE BY OCCU- 
PATIONAL THERAPISTS (U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-334,246. FMR CORP., 
11-24-1992. 


FIDELITY RETIREMENT 
CONNECTIONS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,278,300, 1,543,851 AND 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RETIREMENT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ANNUAL BINDER AND QUARTERLY NEWSLET- 
TERS PROVIDING INFORMATION ON RETIREMENT 
ANNUITIES AND PENSIONS (U.S. CL. 18). 


BOSTON, MA. FILED 


SN 74-334,683. AMERICAN CYANAMID COMPANY, 
WAYNE, NJ. FILED 11-25-1992. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DERMATOLOGY SERVICES”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR INFORMATIONAL NEWS BULLETINS FOR 
HEALTH CARE PROFESSIONALS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1992. 


SN 74-336,117. ARNOLD, JULIE K., ARLINGTON, VA. 
FILED 12-2-1992. 


FILE-N-FIND 


FOR CUSTOMIZED FILING SYSTEM FOR STORAGE 
OF BUSINESS AND PERSONAL RECORD COMPRISED 
OF STORAGE BOX, HANGING FOLDERS, FILE FOLD- 
ERS, PRINTED TAB LABELS AND INSTRUCTION 
BOOKLET (U.S. CL. 37). 

FIRST USE 6-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-1-1992. 


SN 74-341,900. P D CORPORATION, LITTLETON, CO. 
FILED 12-21-1992. 


ERACIL 


FOR WRITING INSTRUMENTS; NAMELY, PENCILS 
AND NON-ELECTRIC ERASERS (U.S. CL. 37). 
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SN 74-355,308. THOMAS, MARC A., DBA GROUND ZERO 
STUDIOS, MILILANI, HI. FILED 2-2-1993. 


SCRAMBLED ART 


FOR FLAT CARDBOARD IN THE SHAPE OF MILK 
BOTTLE CAPS FOR TRADING (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 4-7-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-10-1993. 


SN 74-355,693. GUCCI AMERICA, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 2-4-1993. 


THE MARK CONSIST OF TWO FACINGS “GG’"S CON- 
TAINED IN A CIRCLE. 

FOR PAPERWEIGHTS, LETTER HOLDERS, BOOK 
COVERS, CARD CASES FOR PLAYING CARDS, AD- 
DRESS BOOKS, AGENDA BOOKS, NOTE BOOKS, PLAY- 
ING CARDS, WRITING PAPER, NOTE PAPER, PENS, 
PENCILS, LETTER OPENERS, DESK PADS, INK BLOT- 
TERS, BOOK ENDS, PENCIL/PEN HOLDERS, CALEN- 
DARS, AND DESK SETS (US. CLS. 2, 22, 32, 37, 38 AND 
50). 


SN 74-364,893. HAWORTH PRESS, INC., THE, BINGHAM- 
TON, NY. FILED 3-5-1993. 


DOCUSERIAL 


FOR SERIAL PUBLICATION; NAMELY, A JOURNAL 
CONCERNING SCIENTIFIC AND SCHOLARLY INFOR- 
MATION (U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-366,163. FANCY PUBLICATIONS, INC., LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA. FILED 3-8-1993. 


DOGS USA 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,679,953. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, MAGAZINES FEA- 
TURING INFORMATION ON DOGS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 11-00-1987; INCOMMERCE 11-0-1987. 


SN 74-369,701. KSF MEDICAL PUBLISHING COMPANY, 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 3-18-1993. 


GLAUCOMA WATCH 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GLAUCOMA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR NEWSLETTER CONTAINING ARTICLES ABOUT 
GLAUCOMA, DISTRIBUTED TO PATIENTS THROUGH 
THEIR PHYSICIANS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-23-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-23-1993. 


SN 74-372,443. BRYAN, LEROY, DBA BRYAN MANUFAC- 
TURING CO., NEW SALEM, PA. FILED 3-29-1993. 


A juno 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BOOK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING IN THE MARK IS FOR SHADING 
PURPOSES ONLY. 

“JEANIE BRYAN” DOES NOT IDENTIFY A LIVING 
INDIVIDUAL. 

FOR CHILDREN’S BOOKS (U.S. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-376,193. SPRINGER-VERLAG NEW YORK, INC., 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 4-2-1993. 


THE ELECTRONIC 
LIBRARY OF SCIENCE 


FOR PRINTS AND PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, PUBLI- 
CATIONS IN THE NATURE OF BOOKS, MAGAZINES, 
JOURNALS, NEWSLETTERS, MANUALS, BROCHURES 
AND PAMPHLETS IN THE FIELDS OF SCIENCE, MATH- 
EMATICS, ENGINEERING, AND COMPUTER SCIENCE 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 12-11-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-11-1992. 


SN 74-378,979. COWLES EDUCATIONAL PUBLISHING 
CORP., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 4-12-1993. 


MIND BUILDERS 


FOR MULTI-VOLUME SERIES OF EDUCATIONAL 
AND INSTRUCTIONAL WORKBOOKS INTENDED FOR 
CHILDREN ON THE SUBJECTS OF MATHEMATICS, SCI- 
ENCE, SOCIAL STUDIES, READING, LANGUAGE ARTS 
AND ART (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 6-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1993. 


SN 74-379,177. WHATMAN, INC., CLIFTON, NJ. FILED 
4-15-1993. 


934-AH 


FOR GLASS MICROFIBER FILTER PAPERS (U.S. CLS. 
31 AND 37). 


FIRST USE 0-0-1957; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1957. 


SN 74-380,047. HANSEN, BJORN ODDYAR, 3025 DRAM- 
MEN, NORWAY, FILED 4-19-1993. 


HELLCARD 


OWNER OF NORWAY REG. 
2-11-1991, EXPIRES 2-11-2001. 

FOR PRINTED NOVELTY CARDS AND PRINTED 
POSTCARDS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 


NO. 910785, DATED 


SN 74-381,116. FUDGE-REYNOLDS, SHERRI A., HUMBLE, 
TX. FILED 4-19-1993. 


WHAT ARE YOU ? 


FOR PRINTED EDUCATIONAL AND TEACHING MA- 
TERIALS REGARDING RELIGIOUS ORIENTATION (U.S. 
CL. 38). 
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SN 74-382,618. ONE EARTH ONE PEOPLE, CINCINNATI, 
OH. FILED 4-26-1993. 


ONE EARTH, ONE PEOPLE 


FOR PERIODICAL PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, NEWS- 
LETTERS IN THE FIELD OF ENVIRONMENTAL 
AWARENESS AND CONCERN (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1992. 


SN 74-383,185. MICRO METALLIC LIMITED, BIRKEN- 
HEAD, MERSEYSIDE, L41 1EH, GREAT BRITAIN, 
FILED 4-27-1993. 


MICROMASK 


FOR SCREEN PRINTING APPARATUS; NAMELY, 
MASKS AND STENCILS FOR USE IN PRINTING CON- 
DUCTIVE MATERIALS ON CIRCUIT BOARDS (U.S. CL. 
32). 


SN 74-385,488. FUJI TRUCOLOR PHOTO, 
DIEGO, CA. FILED 5-3-1993. 


INC., SAN 


MEMORY MAILER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,443,134 AND 1,755,292. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MAILER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MAILING ENVELOPES USED FOR PHOTO- 
GRAPHS (U.S. CL. 37). 

FIRST USE 9-1-1986; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1986. 
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SN 74-386,112. MCILHENNY COMPANY, AVERY ISLAND, 
LA. FILED 4-28-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 280,910, 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THE”, “BRAND” AND “COOKBOOK”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PRINTED MATERIALS; NAMELY, A COOKBOOK 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1993. 


1,471,471 AND 


SN 74-392,637. DYSON, DAVID T., DBA AMERICAN 
TRANSPARENCY RESOURCES, TAUNTON, MA. 
FILED 5-20-1993. 


CLEAR CHOICE 


FOR OVERHEAD PLASTIC TRANSPARENCY FILMS 
(U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 5-1-1992. 


SN 74-395,893. CITIZENS FOR A SOUND ECONOMY 
FOUNDATION, WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 5-28-1993. 


TAX FEATURES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TAX”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, NEWSLETTERS DE- 
VOTED TO ECONOMIC AND TAX ISSUES (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1976; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1976. 
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SN 74-396,324. SMARTMARK PRODUCTIONS, 
MORAGA, CA. FILED 6-1-1993. 


INC., 


SMARTMARK 


FOR PAPER AND PAPER ARTICLES, CARDBOARD 
AND CARDBOARD ARTICLES; NAMELY, PAMPHLETS; 
BROCHURES; BOOKMARKS; MEETING GUIDES; IN- 
STRUCTIONAL AND TEACHING MATERIAL; NAMELY, 
INTERACTIVE LEARNING GUIDES AND SKILL BUILD- 
ING GUIDES (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 


SN 74-396,517. PACKAGING ALTERNATIVES CORPORA- 
TION, MUKILETO, WA. FILED 6-1-1993. 


SOFTLINE 


FOR VINYL DESK MATS (U.S. CL. 37). 
FIRST USE 5-7-1990; IN COMMERCE 8-15-1990. 


SN 74-397,437. FERGUSON, KAREN, COLBERT, WA. 
FILED 6-1-1993. 


FAT SIGNALS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FAT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PRINTED CHARTS ON THE SUBJECT OF FOOD 
GROUPS FEATURING INFORMATION FOR CALCULAT- 
ING FOOD VALUE (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-397,867. PENTON PUBLISHING, 
LAND, OH. FILED 6-4-1993. 


INC., CLEVE- 


BREAKING THROUGH 


FOR MAGAZINES FEATURING INFORMATION 
HUMAN RESOURCES (US. CL. 38). 


ON 


SN 74-399,270. CLARIS CORPORATION, SANTA CLARA, 
CA. FILED 6-4-1993. 


BRUSHSTROKES 


FOR INSTRUCTIONAL MANUALS AND BOOKS FOR 
CREATING AND EDITING GRAPHICS, TEXT AND 
OTHER PRESENTATION MATERIALS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-12-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-12-1993. 
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SN_ 74-400,079. EZ PAINTR CORPORATION, MILWAU- 
KEE, WI. FILED 6-10-1993. 


QUICK PASTE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PASTE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PAINT ROLLER COVERS AND PAINT TRAY 
SETS COMPRISING PAINT TRAYS, PAINT ROLLERS, 
PAINT ROLLER COVERS, AND BRUSHES (U.S. CLS. 2 
AND 29). 


SN 74-401,448. AMERICAN ACADEMY OF FAMILY PHY- 
SICIANS, KANSAS CITY, MO. FILED 6-14-1993. 


SPEEDBAR 


FOR MAGAZINE ANNOTATIONS IN THE FIELD OF 
MEDICINE (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-402,039. HIGHLAND SUPPLY CORPORATION, 
HIGHLAND, IL. FILED 6-11-1993. 


BEAUTY CORSAGE 
CONTAINER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CORSAGE CONTAINER”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PLASTIC SACKS FOR MERCHANDISE WRAP- 
PING AND PACKAGING (U.S. CL. 2). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1939; INCOMMERCE 12-31-1939. 


SN 74-403,152. AMERICAN AIRLINES, 
WORTH, TX. FILED 6-21-1993. 


INC., FORT 


AmericanAirlines 


FOR NOTE PAPER, MEMO PADS, WRITING PAPER, 
ENVELOPES, DATE BOOKS, CALENDARS, DIARIES, 
PLAYING CARDS AND WRITING INSTRUMENTS; 
NAMELY, PENS AND PENCILS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1987; INCOMMERCE 2-1-1987. 
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SN 74-403,748. FRANK RUSSELL COMPANY, TACOMA, 
WA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


RUSSELL MIDCAP 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,434,733, 1,576,348 AND 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MIDCAP”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PRINTED INDEX LISTING PUBLICLY TRADED 
EQUITY SECURITIES OF VARIOUS COMPANIES AND 
FINANCIAL PUBLICATIONS RELATING TO INVEST- 
MENT SECURITIES; NAMELY, NEWSLETTERS, BOOKS, 
MAGAZINES, BROCHURES, MONOGRAPHS, REPORTS, 
MANUALS AND PROSPECTUSES (U.S. CL. 37). 


SN 74-403,751. FRANK RUSSELL COMPANY, TACOMA, 
WA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


RUSSELL TOP 200 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TOP 200”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PRINTED INDEX LISTING PUBLICLY TRADED 
EQUITY SECURITIES OF VARIOUS COMPANIES AND 
FINANCIAL PUBLICATIONS RELATING TO INVEST- 
MENT SECURITIES; NAMELY, NEWSLETTERS, BOOKS, 
MAGAZINES BROCHURES, MONOGRAPHS, REPORTS, 
MANUALS AND PROSPECTUSES (U.S. CL. 38). 


1,434,733, 1,576,348 AND 


SN 74-403,877. MARVEL ENTERTAINMENT GROUP, 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-17-1993. 


DEADPOOL 


FOR PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, COMIC BOOKS AND 
MAGAZINES AND STORIES IN ILLUSTRATED FORM; 
TRADING CARDS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 6-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1993. 


SN 74-403,879. ANHEUSER-BUSCH, INCORPORATED, ST. 
LOUIS, MO. FILED 6-16-1993. 


EAGLE TOUR TIMES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TOUR TIMES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR NEWSLETTERS CONCERNING 
TRAVEL (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1992. 


TOUR AND 
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SN 74-404,251. MALIBU COMICS ENTERTAINMENT, 
INC., WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA. FILED 6-16-1993. 


THE MALIBU SUN 


FOR PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, COMIC BOOKS AND 
COMIC BOOK BUYER'S GUIDEBOOKS (U.S. CL. 37). 
FIRST USE 2-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1991. 


SN 74-404,324. KRAFT GENERAL FOODS, INC., NORTH- 
FIELD, IL. FILED 6-22-1993. 


RICE-IPES 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,744,012 AND 1,795,485. 

FOR PUBLICATIONS; NAMELY, COOKBOOKS, RECIPE 
BOOKS, AND NEWSLETTERS CONCERNING FOOD 
PRODUCTS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 7-8-1991; INCOMMERCE 7-8-1991. 


SN 74-404,861. NAPOLEON HILL FOUNDATION, NORTH- 
BROOK, IL. FILED 6-24-1993. 


NAPOLEON HILL 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,576,096. 

THE NAME, “NAPOLEON HILL” IS THE NAME OF A 
DECEASED INDIVIDUAL. 

FOR NEWSLETTERS AND GUIDES (TEACHING AC- 
TIVITY) RELATING TO PERSONAL ACHIEVEMENT 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-5-1988; IN COMMERCE 5-5-1988. 


SN 74-405,527. SEABROOK WALLCOVERINGS, 
MEMPHIS, TN. FILED 6-25-1993. 


INC., 


PORCELAIN PRINTS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PRINTS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR SAMPLE BOOKS FOR WALLCOVERINGS (U.S. 
CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 4-7-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-7-1993. 


SN 74-405,562. POLYFORM PRODUCTS COMPANY, 
SCHILLER PARK, IL. FILED 6-25-1993. 


SCULPEY III 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,528,424. 
FOR MODELING COMPOUND (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1974; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1976. 
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SN 74-406,111. SOUTHERN MEDIA CORPORATION, THE, 
CORAL SPRINGS, FL. FILED 6-28-1993. 


+ & 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MAGAZINE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR SOCCER MAGAZINES (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-406,646. STEVE AND CAROLYN BLAYLOCK 
PARTNERSHIP, THE, WINSTON-SALEM, NC. FILED 
6-28-1993. 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. THE STIPPLING IS A 
FEATURE OF THE MARK. 

FOR GREETING CARDS, STATIONERY AND GIFT 
CARDS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 4-12-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-12-1993. 


SN 74-406,922. FERGUSON, LLOYD, WINNETKA, IL. 
FILED 6-25-1993. 


PACKAGING WORLD 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PACKAGING”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MAGAZINES FOR THOSE WHO PROVIDE MAN- 
UFACTURING, WHOLESALE AND SERVICE FOR THE 
PACKAGING INDUSTRY (US. CL. 38). 
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SN 74-407,338. PRISON FELLOWSHIP MINISTRIES, 
WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 6-29-1993. 


OWNER OF USS. REG. NOS. 1,349,220 AND 1,395,252. 

FOR PUBLICATIONS AND OTHER PRINTED MATERI- 
AL; NAMELY, BOOKS, NEWSPAPERS, NEWSLETTERS, 
MANUALS, MAGAZINES, BOOKLETS, PAMPHLETS, IN- 
STRUCTIONAL AND TEACHING MATERIALS DEAL- 
ING WITH EDUCATION, RELIGION AND INTERPER- 
SONAL RELATIONSHIPS (US. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1980; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1980. 


SN 74-408,193. SEVENTH DAY ADVENTIST REFORM 
MOVEMENT GENERAL CONFERENCE, ROANOKE, 
VA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


YOUTH MESSENGER 


FOR RELIGIOUS MAGAZINES (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1976; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1976. 


SN 74-409,800. DATA BASED SOLUTIONS, 
DIEGO, CA. FILED 7-1-1993. 


INC., SAN 


ADVISOR 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,670,240. 

FOR SERIES OF MAGAZINES DEVOTED TO POPU- 
LAR BRAND NAME DESKTOP COMPUTER SOFTWARE 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-28-1993. 
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SN 74-410,142. EDELSON, JAY L, DBA THE JADE GROUP 
LTD, WHEATON, MD. FILED 7-8-1993. 


THE TIME OF YOUR LIFE 
INFORMATION + 
IMAGINATION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INFORMATION”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CUSTOMIZED HISTORICALLY-BASED RECORDS 
IN CALENDAR FORM (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 6-10-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-10-1993. 


SN 74-410,594. TEDESCHI, ANTHONY MICHAEL, GLEN 
COVE, NY. FILED 7-9-1993. 


NATURAL TRAVELER 


FOR NEWSLETTER FOR TRAVELERS SEEKING 
NATURE OR ECOLOGICALLY ORIENTED TRAVEL 
(U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-410,660. EASTON, ROBERT O., SANTA BARBARA, 
CA. FILED 7-7-1993. 


THE SAGA OF CALIFORNIA 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,280,287. 
FOR SERIES OF FICTIONAL BOOKS (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 5-0-1982; IN COMMERCE 11-2-1982. 


SN 74-411,188. NATIONAL EVANGELISTIC ASSOCIA- 
TION OF THE CHRISTIAN CHURCH (DISCIPLES OF 
CHRIST), LUBBOCK, TX. FILED 7-12-1993. 


NET RESULTS 


FOR MAGAZINE IN THE FIELD OF CHRISTIAN 
EVANGELISM AND CHURCH VITALITY AND LEADER- 
SHIP (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1980; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1980. 
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SN 74-411,633. MALIBU COMICS ENTERTAINMENT, 
INC., WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA. FILED 7-8-1993. 


WRATH 


FOR PRINTED MATTER; NAMELY, COMIC BOOKS 
AND COMIC MAGAZINES, COMIC BOOK REFERENCE 
GUIDE BOOKS AND BOOKS FEATURING STORIES IN 
ILLUSTRATED FORMS, GRAPHIC NOVELS, COMIC 
STRIPS, PICTURE POSTCARDS, COMIC POSTCARDS, 
PRINTED POSTCARDS, TRADING CARDS, COLLEC- 
TOR’S CARDS FEATURING COMIC BOOK CHARAC- 
TERS, PLAYING CARDS, PRINTED COMIC CHARAC- 
TER MILK CAPS, NOTEBOOKS, BINDERS, DECALS, 
DESK PADS, WRITING PADS, STATIONERY FOLDERS, 
STATIONERY, POSTERS (U.S. CLS. 22, 37 AND 38). 


SN 74-411,682. READER'S DIGEST ASSOCIATION, INC., 
THE, PLEASANTVILLE, NY. FILED 7-9-1993. 


PARTNERS IN ENGLISH 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ENGLISH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR INSTRUCTIONAL BOOKLETS CONTAINING 
TEACHING ACTIVITIES, QUIZZES AND STUDENT AS- 
SIGNMENTS FOR USE IN CONJUNCTION WITH SPECIF- 
IC READING MATERIAL (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1987; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1987. 


SN 74-411,751. UNITED TECHNOLOGIES AUTOMOTIVE, 
INC., DEARBORN, MI. FILED 7-12-1993. 


MOD-U-LINE II 


FOR OFFICE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, MODULAR BOX- 
LIKE CONTAINERS FOR DESK-TOP OR WALL USE (U.S. 
CLS. 2 AND 37). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1982; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1982. 


SN 74-411,953. NORTHEASTERN SCALE MODELS, INC., 
METHUEN, MA. FILED 7-12-1993. 


LASER MOTIF 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LASER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR PRE-CUT MAT BOARDS (U.S. CL. 37). 


SN 74-412,568. SILVIS, DAVID, DBA LIBERTY ENTER- 
PRISE, FORT WAYNE, IN. AND SILVIS, CAROLYN, 
DBA LIBERTY ENTERPRISE, FORT WAYNE, IN. 
FILED 7-15-1993. 


LIFE IS PRECIOUS 


FOR BOOK MARKS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 
FIRST USE 4-23-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-23-1993. 
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SN 74-413,153. CAMBRIDGE ENERGY RESEARCH ASSO- 
CIATES, CAMBRIDGE, MA. FILED 7-13-1993. 


EUROPEAN GAS WATCH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,455,268 AND 1,592,937. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “EUROPEAN GAS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR NEWSLETTERS RELATING TO ENERGY, RE- 
SOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS (U.S. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1990. 


SN 74-413,154. CAMBRIDGE ENERGY RESEARCH ASSO- 
CIATES, CAMBRIDGE, MA. FILED 7-13-1993. 


ELECTRIC POWER WATCH 


OWNER OF USS. REG. NOS. 1,455,268 AND 1,592,937. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ELECTRIC POWER”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR NEWSLETTERS RELATING TO ENERGY, RE- 
SOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS (US. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 4-1-1993; INCOMMERCE 4-1-1993. 


SN 74-413,172. CAMBRIDGE ENERGY RESEARCH ASSO- 
CIATES, CAMBRIDGE, MA. FILED 7-13-1993. 


CALIFORNIA WATCH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,455,268 AND 1,592,937. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CALIFORNIA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR NEWSLETTERS RELATING TO ENERGY, RE- 
SOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS (U.S. CL. 
38). 


SN 74-413,306. DECOREL 
LEIN, IL. FILED 7-19-1993. 


INCORPORATED, MUNDE- 


DECOREL FINE ART 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FINE ART”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ART PICTURES AND PRINTS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1983; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1983. 
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SN 74-413,381. MALIBU COMICS ENTERTAINMENT, 
INC., WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


BLIND FAITH 


FOR PRINTED MATTER; NAMELY, COMIC BOOKS 
AND COMIC MAGAZINES, COMIC BOOK REFERENCE 
GUIDE BOOKS, GRAPHIC NOVELS, COMIC STRIPS, 
COMIC POSTCARDS, TRADING CARDS, COLLECTOR'S 
CARDS FEATURING COMIC BOOK CHARACTERS, 
PRINTED COMIC BOOK CHARACTER TRADING CARD 
DISCS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-413,406. MACH 1, 


INC., CHICO, CA. FILED 
7-12-1993. 


FOR CALENDARS FEATURING MODERN FIGHTER 
AIR FORCE AIRCRAFT (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 


SN 74-413,421. 
7-12-1993. 


MACH 1, INC., CHICO, CA. FILED 


FOR CALENDARS FEATURING MODERN FIGHTER 
NAVAL AIRCRAFT (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 


SN 74-413,437. IMAGES IN FOIL, INC., LAGUNA HILLS, 
CA. FILED 7-14-1993. 


KING LIZARD 
PRODUCTIONS 


FOR POSTERS, TRADING CARDS AND FLAT CARD- 
BOARD IN THE SHAPE OF MILK BOTTLE CAPS FOR 
TRADING (U.S. CL. 38). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-413,792. DETROIT NEWSPAPER AGENCY, THE, 
DETROIT, MI. FILED 7-19-1993. 


PRESS CLUB 


FOR CARDS THAT ENTITLE THE HOLDER TO RE- 
CEIVE A DISCOUNT ON MERCHANDISE AND MEALS 
AT SERVICE AND DINING ESTABLISHMENTS THAT 
HONOR THE CARD (U.S. CL. 37). 


SN 74-414,097. DALE SEYMOUR PUBLICATIONS, INC., 
MENLO PARK, CA. FILED 7-19-1993. 


TARGET PRACTICE 


FOR INSTRUCTIONAL AND TEACHING MATERIALS; 
NAMELY, A SERIES OF BOOKS IN THE FIELD OF 
MATHEMATICS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 9-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-15-1992. 


SN 74-414,493. CHILTON COMPANY, RADNOR, PA. 
FILED 7-19-1993. 


DISTRIBUTION 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,164,227. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR TRADE MAGAZINE (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1979; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1979. 


SN 74-415,259. POSSIBLE DREAMS, LTD., FOXBORO, MA. 
FILED 7-22-1993. 


PEOPLE OF THE WORLD 


FOR RICE PAPER FIGURINES WITH CERAMIC FACE 
AND HANDS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 50). 


SN 74-415,309. BERGIN/GRIMES ENTERPRISES, AUSTIN, 
TX. FILED 7-22-1993. 


GUERRILLA TACTICS FOR 
TEACHERS IN THE 
TRENCHES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FOR TEACHERS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MANUALS FOR TEACHERS ABOUT HOW TO 
TEACH ALGEBRA, ENGLISH, SCIENCE AND OTHER 
SECONDARY SCHOOL SUBJECTS (US. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 5-31-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-15-1993. 
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SN 74-415,414. MEAD CORPORATION, THE, DAYTON, 
OH. FILED 7-22-1993. 


SUPER SHADES 


FOR DIARY (U.S. CL. 37). 
FIRST USE 2-11-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-11-1992. 


SN 74-415,415. MEAD CORPORATION, THE, DAYTON, 
OH. FILED 7-22-1993. 


FIRST GEAR 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,751,902 AND 1,768,595. 
FOR DATE PLANNERS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 
FIRST USE 12-9-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-9-1992. 


SN 74-415,416. MEAD CORPORATION, THE, DAYTON, 
OH. FILED 7-22-1993. 


FIVE STAR 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

FOR DATE PLANNERS (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 1-24-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-24-1991. 


1,675,828, 1,712,686 AND 


SN 74-416,372. WESTERN PUBLISHING COMPANY, INC., 
RACINE, WIL. FILED 7-26-1993. 


TINY TOTS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,600,828. 

FOR SERIES OF BOOKS FOR THE EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT OF YOUNG CHILDREN INTENDED 
TO EXPAND VOCABULARY AND TEACH SORTING 
SKILLS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-417,656. WESTERN PUBLISHING COMPANY, INC., 
RACINE, WI. FILED 7-26-1993. 


THROUGH THE WINDOW 


FOR SERIES OF BOOKS INTENDED FOR THE EDU- 
CATION AND ENTERTAINMENT OF CHILDREN (U.S. 
CL. 38). 
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SN 74-418,222. DOWNING, JULIE C., DBA JCD & ASSOCI- 
ATES, EVANSTON, IL. FILED 7-26-1993. 


THE MAGIC OF GOALS 


FOR MOTIVATIONAL CARDS, INDEX DIVIDERS 
AND FILE BOXES SOLD AS A UNIT (U.S. CLS. 2, 37 AND 
38). 

FIRST USE 5-19-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-19-1993. 


SN 74-419,806. AGC, 
8-2-1993. 


INC., CLEVELAND, OH. FILED 


FRIENDS LIKE US 


FOR GREETING CARDS (U.S. CL. 38). 


SN 74-421,257. BIC CORPORATION, MILFORD, CT. FILED 
8-6-1993. 


ART ATTACKS 


FOR WRITING INSTRUMENTS; NAMELY, PENS (U.S. 
CL. 37). 


SN 74-421,577. WISCONSIN TISSUE MILLS INC., MENA- 
SHA, WL FILED 8-4-1993. 


SECOND NATURE PLUS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,687,832. 

FOR PAPER PRODUCTS; NAMELY, PAPER TOWELS, 
PAPER NAPKINS, FACIAL TISSUE, AND TOILET 
TISSUE (U.S. CL. 37). 


SN 74-421,578. WISCONSIN TISSUE MILLS INC., MENA- 
SHA, WI. FILED 8-4-1993. 


EXCEED 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,751,887. 

FOR PAPER PRODUCTS; NAMELY, FOLDED AND 
ROLL PAPER TOWELS, PAPER NAPKINS, TOILET 
TISSUE, AND FACIAL TISSUE (U.S. CL. 37). 








JANUARY 4, 1994 
CLASS 17—RUBBER GOODS 


SN 74-402,141. AMERICAN MIRREX CORPORATION, 
NEW CASTLE, DE. FILED 6-15-1993. 


KLEARVIEW 


SEC. 2(F). 

FOR PLASTIC FILM OVERLAYS, SOLD IN ROLLS, 
FOR MANUFACTURER APPLICATION TO WOOD OR 
PLASTIC PRODUCTS (U.S. CL. 1). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1975; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1975. 


SN 74-409,434. NCPM, INC., DBA CELLULOSE MARKET- 
ING COUNCIL, MEADOW VISTA, CA. FILED 7-6-1993. 


GOOD NEWS REUSED 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “REUSED”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CELLULOSE INSULATION FOR BUILDINGS (U.S. 
CL. 12). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 3-0-1991. 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


SN 73-749,654. COMME DES GARCONS CO., LTD., 
TOKYO, JAPAN, FILED 9-1-1988. 


COMME des GARCONS SHIRT 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON JAPAN 
APPLICATION NO. 63-43491, FILED 4-14-1988, REG. NO. 
2269193, DATED 9-21-1990, EXPIRES 9-21-2000. 

PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON JAPAN 
APPLICATION NO. 63-43490, FILED 4-14-1988, REG. NO. 
2354813, DATED 11-29-1991, EXPIRES 11-29-2001. 

PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON JAPAN 
APPLICATION NO. 63-43489, FILED 4-14-1988, REG. NO. 
2245311, DATED 7-30-1990, EXPIRES 7-30-2000. 

PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON JAPAN 
APPLICATION NO. 63-43488, FILED 4-14-1988, REG. NO. 
2309140, DATED 5-31-1991, EXPIRES 5-31-2001. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,302,616, 1,392,038 AND 
OTHERS. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORDS 
“COMME DES GARCONS” IN THE MARK IS “LIKE THE 
BOYS”. 

FOR HANDBAGS, OF LEATHER AND IMITATION 
LEATHER (U.S. CL. 3). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 18—(Continued). 


SN 73-797,210. BURBERRYS LIMITED, LONDON, SWIY 
4DQ, ENGLAND, FILED 5-1-1989. 


BURBERRYS 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON UNITED 
KINGDOM APPLICATION NO. 1367879, FILED 12-21-1988, 
REG. NO. A1367879, DATED 12-21-1988, EXPIRES 
12-21-1995. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,133,122 AND 1,153,936. 

FOR DOG COATS, HORSE BLANKETS AND ANIMAL 
BLANKETS (U.S. CL. 3). 


SN 74-319,564. ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF SAN DIEGO, 
INC., SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED 9-30-1992. 


THE SAN DIEGO ZOO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SAN DIEGO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CARRYING RECEPTACLES; NAMELY, TOTE- 
BAGS, TRAVELING BAGS AND SUIT CASES, BOOK- 
BAGS, BACKPACKS, ALL PURPOSE SPORT BAGS AND 
DUFFEL BAGS, TEXTILE, MESH OR LEATHER SHOP- 
PING BAGS, WAIST PACKS, KEY CASES, COIN PURSES, 
POCKETBOOKS, WALLETS, AND PURSES; AND UM- 
BRELLAS (U.S. CLS. 2, 3 AND 41). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1970; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1970. 


SN 74-356,469. THOMAS, PHILIP, DALLAS, TX. FILED 
2-8-1993. 


COSMAGNETIC 


FOR COSMETIC CASES SOLD EMPTY (U.S. CLS. 2 
AND 3). 


SN 74-364,327. JACK GEORGES INC., PASSAIC, NJ. 
FILED 3-3-1993. 


JG JACK GEORGES 


“JACK GEORGES” IS A LIVING INDIVIDUAL WHOSE 
CONSENT IS OF RECORD. 

FOR LEATHER GOODS; NAMELY, BRIEFCASES, AT- 
TACHE CASES, BRIEFCASE TYPE FOLIOS AND WAL- 
LETS (U.S. CL. 3). 

FIRST USE 1-30-1988; IN COMMERCE 1-30-1988. 
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SN 74-375,622. LOUIS VUITTON 
PARIS, FRANCE, FILED 4-5-1993. 


MALLETIER, 75008 


TAIGA 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON FRANCE 
APPLICATION NO. 92436303, FILED 10-6-1992, REG. NO. 
92436303, DATED 10-6-1992, EXPIRES 10-6-2002. 

FOR TRUNKS, TRAVELLING TRUNKS, SUITCASES, 
BAGS; NAMELY, TRAVELLING BAGS, BAGS FOR 
CLIMBERS, BAGS FOR CAMPERS, RUCKSACKS, HAV- 
ERSACKS, SHOPPING BAGS, BEACH BAGS, GAME- 
BAGS, WHEELED SHOPPING BAGS, HANDBAGS, 
VANITY CASES, ATTACHE CASES, SCHOOLBAGS, 
SCHOOL SATCHELS, SATCHELS, POUCHES, BRIEF- 
CASES, WALLETS, POCKET WALLETS, CARD CASES, 
BILL AND CARD HOLDERS, CHECK BOOK HOLDERS, 
KEY HOLDERS, CHANGE PURSES, PORTFOLIOS, 
COVERS FOR POCKET AND DESK DIARIES (U.S. CL. 3). 


SN 74-389,985. ALCO INDUSTRIES, INC., DBA STY- 
LETTE, OAKDALE, PA. FILED 5-13-1993. 


PET LIMO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PET”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR PET CARRIERS (U.S. CL. 3). 


SN 74-395,929. PACIFIC RIM VENTURES, INC., DBA 
MUREDALE GOLF RESEARCH, LTD. AND DBA 
PROACTIVE SPORTS, CANBY, OR. FILED 5-28-1993. 


MUREDALE 


FOR GOLF UMBRELLAS (U.S. CL. 41). 
FIRST USE 5-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-26-1993. 


SN 74-399,757. SEA WORLD, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO. FILED 
6-7-1993. 


SEA WORLD 


OWNER OF 
OTHERS. 

FOR BAGS; NAMELY, TRAVEL BAGS, DUFFLE BAGS, 
BEACH BAGS, TEXTILE SHOPPING BAGS, SCHOOL 
BAGS, TOTE BAGS, WRIST BAGS; FANNY PACKS; 
PURSES, WALLETS AND COIN PURSES; UMBRELLAS 
(U.S. CLS. 3 AND 41). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1965; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1969. 


U.S. REG. NOS. 1,195,498, 1,702,218 AND 
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SN 74-402,082. RAIN OR SHINE, INC., GOLDEN VALLEY, 
MN. FILED 6-11-1993. 


SPUNBRELLA 


FOR UMBRELLAS AND PARTS THEREFOR, INCLUD- 
ING UMBRELLA HANDLES AND CANOPIES (U.S. CL. 
41). 


SN 74-403,647. REIF INDUSTRIES, INC., IVYLAND, PA. 
FILED 6-15-1993. 


FOR ATHLETIC BAGS, DUFFEL BAGS AND KNAP- 
SACKS (U.S. CL. 3). 


SN 74-404,526. WHODUNIT DESIGN, INC., HONOLULU, 
HI. FILED 6-17-1993. 


—- aco |) /ES-— 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDING 
WEARIT” AND DESIGN. 

FOR OVERNIGHT BAGS, TRAVEL BAGS, TOTE BAGS, 
BACKPACKS, GYM BAGS, AND BOOK BAGS (U.S. CLS. 3 
AND 37). 


“y- 
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SN 74-405,592. SWINSTAR, 


INC., LOS ANGELES, CA. 
FILED 6-25-1993. 


FOR LUGGAGE, TRAVEL BAGS, SUITCASES, AND 
BACKPACKS (U.S. CL. 3). 


FIRST USE 10-1-1981; INCOMMERCE 10-1-1981. 


SN 74-407,528. DIMENSIONS 100 INC., WINNIPEG, MANI- 
TOBA R3B 2532, CANADA, FILED 6-30-1993. 


MONDETTA 


FOR BACKPACKS, WAIST PACKS, PURSES, SCHOOL 
BAGS AND WALLETS (U.S. CL. 3). 


SN 74-408,584. WOLVERINE WORLD WIDE, INC., ROCK- 
FORD, MI. FILED 6-30-1993. 


SATIN SUEDE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SUEDE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LEATHER IN BULK (U.S. CL. 1). 

FIRST USE 11-23-1992; INCOMMERCE 11-23-1992. 


CLASS 19—NON-METALLIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS 


SN 74-320,227. LLEWELLYN RYLAND LTD., BIRMING- 
HAM B12 9DB, ENGLAND, FILED 10-5-1992. 


DURALAC 


FOR ANTI-CORROSIVE, ANTI-ELECTROLYTIC, 
ALKYD RESIN-BASED JOINTING COMPOUNDS FOR 
USE ON JOINTS FORMED BY, OR OTHER POINTS OR 
AREAS OF CONTACT BETWEEN METALS OF DIFFER- 
ENT TYPES (US. CL. 12). 

FIRST USE 4-0-1936; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1988. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 19—(Continued). 


SN 74-324,062. RECLAIM, 


INC., WILMINGTON, DE. 
FILED 10-19-1992. 


REACTS CP 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CP”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ASPHALT BASED ADDITIVE SUBSTANCES FOR 
POT-HOLE PATCHING COMPOSITIONS (U.S. CL. 12). 


SN 74-383,782. ITAGRES REVESTIMENTOS CERAMICOS 
S/A, TUBARAO, SANTA CATARINA, BRAZIL, FILED 
4-28-1993. 


FOR WALL AND FLOOR TILES (U.S. CL. 12). 
FIRST USE 10-29-1990; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1991. 


SN 74-403,284. SPECRETE-IP INCORPORATED, CLEVE- 
LAND, OH. FILED 6-21-1993. 


MICROPATCH 


FOR FIBER-REINFORCED CEMENT BASED MORTAR 
FOR HAND-TROWELING REPAIR OF CONCRETE OR 
MASONRY STRUCTURES (U.S. CL. 12). 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


SN 74-170,460. CROYDON COMPANY, INC., THE, DBA 
GAYLORD, LIVERPOOL, NY. FILED 5-28-1991. 


INFINITY 


FOR LIBRARY FURNITURE; NAMELY, FURNITURE 
FOR MEDIA STORAGE AND DISPLAY (U.S. CL. 32). 
FIRST USE 1-21-1991; INCOMMERCE 2-22-1991. 
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SN 74-222,076. HOWDA DESIGNZ, INC., NEWBURY, MA. 
FILED 11-18-1991. 


HOWDA DESIGNZ 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DESIGNS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

“HOWDA” IS FROM THE HINDUSTANI WORD 
“HAUDAH” WHICH IS “A SEAT ON THE BACK OF AN 
ELEPHANT”. THE ANGLOCIZED WORD IS “HAUDAH”. 

FOR NOVELTY ITEMS AND OTHER PRODUCTS (U.S. 
CLS. 32 AND 50). 

FIRST USE 3-5-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-5-1990. 


SN 74-244,700. FRANKEL, DORIS N., CAPE CORAL, FL. 
FILED 2-10-1992. 


LAZY SHOEZAN 


FOR STORAGE RACKS FOR FOOTWEAR (U.S. CL. 32). 


SN 74-297,139. HUNTER DRUMS LIMITED, BURLING- 
TON, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 7-23-1992. 


UNITED STAKES 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 705186, FILED 5-19-1992, REG. NO. 
TMA417408, DATED 9-24-1993, EXPIRES 9-24-2008. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “STAKES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR NON-METAL TENT PEGS (U.S. CL. 50). 


SN 74-330,879. KERFOOT CORPORATION, NEWTOWN 
SQUARE, PA. FILED 11-13-1992. 


MEDFILE 


FOR CONTAINERS MADE PRIMARILY OF PLASTIC 
WITH PAPER IN THE FORM OF DRUG DISPENSING 
ENVELOPES (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 37). 


SN 74-332,041. JOHN HINE LIMITED, ALDERSHOT, 
HAMPSHIRE, ENGLAND, FILED 11-17-1992. 


ANIMAL ANTICS 


FOR FIGURINES MADE OF POLYESTER RESIN (U.S. 
CL. 50). 
FIRST USE 7-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1992. 
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SN 74-338,116. LA-Z-BOY CHAIR COMPANY, MONROE, 
MI. FILED 12-8-1992. 


K 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “OAK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDS “GOVER- 
NOR’S OAK” SUPERIMPOSED OVER A DESIGN CON- 
SISTING OF A STYLIZED LETTER “K”. 

FOR BEDROOM, DINING ROOM, AND OCCASIONAL 
FURNITURE (US. CL. 32). 

FIRST USE 10-17-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-17-1991. 


SN 74-339,742. WHITE CAP, INC., DOWNERS GROVE, IL. 
FILED 12-14-1992. 


COMBI-TWIST 


FOR COMPOSITE NON-METAL AND METAL CLO- 
SURES FOR CONTAINERS AND BOTTLES (U.S. CLS. 2, 
13 AND 50). 

FIRST USE 11-21-1986; IN COMMERCE 11-21-1986. 


SN 74-343,984. CROYDON COMPANY, INC., THE, DBA 
GAYLORD, LIVERPOOL, NY. FILED 12-22-1992. 


ALLUSION 


FOR LIBRARY FURNITURE; NAMELY, 
TABLES, AND PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 32). 
FIRST USE 6-27-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-27-1992. 


DESK, 


SN 74-351,579. BARCLAY RECYCLING INC., TORONTO, 
ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 1-25-1993. 


HUMUS BUILDER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HUMUS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPOST BINS (U.S. CL. 2). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1991. 
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SN 74-358,169. GASTRO-GNOMES, INC., WEST HART- 
FORD, CT. FILED 2-11-1993. 


A*N*Ts 


FOR POINT OF PURCHASE DISPLAYS; NAMELY, 
TRANSLUCENT PLASTIC INFORMATION HOLDERS, 
SCULPTURAL PLASTIC FOOD AND BEVERAGE MENU 
HOLDERS, PLASTIC TABLE TENTS, AND SHELF 
TALKERS (U.S. CLS. 32 AND 50). 


SN 74-370,320. DISTRIBUTION MADICO INC., 
TENDRE, QUEBEC, CANADA, FILED 3-22-1993. 


PIN- 


SLIDEX 


FOR SLIDING PAD FOR FURNITURE LEGS AND 
OTHER OBJECTS TO PROTECT SURFACES AND FA- 
CILITATE DISPLACEMENT OF FURNITURE ON 
FLOORS (U.S. CLS. 32 AND 50). 

FIRST USE 3-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1993. 


SN 74-372,740. NORNBERG, JEFFREY A., ST. LOUIS, MO. 
FILED 3-29-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “EARRING” AND “ORGANIZATION FOR YOUR 
PIERCED EARRING COLLECTION”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR EARRING DISPLAY AND ORGANIZER RACKS 
FOR HOME OR RETAIL STORE USE (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 
32). 

FIRST USE 3-2-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-2-1993. 


151-842 TMOG-94-16 — QL3 
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SN 74-374,329. PENA, MANUEL, NAPA, CA. FILED 
3-29-1993. 


“LE PLUG” 


FOR NON-METAL CAPS AND CORKS FOR BEVER- 
AGE BOTTLES (U.S. CL. 50). 


SN 74-380,825. BROWN JORDAN COMPANY, EL MONTE, 
CA. FILED 4-16-1993. 


RESINWEAVE 


FOR FURNITURE, EXCLUDING FURNITURE MADE 
IN WHOLE OR IN PART OF TEXTILE FABRIC (U.S. CL. 
32). 


SN 74-382,626. BIEGA LIMITED, SEATTLE, WA. FILED 
4-26-1993. 


CAFFE 


CART 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CART” AND “CAFFE”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF 

FOR ESPRESSO CARTS (U.S. CL. 32). 

FIRST USE 3-5-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-5-1993. 


“CAFFE” IS 


SN 74-384,009. BUROSITZMOBELFABRIK FRIEDRICHW. 
DAUPHIN GMBH & CO, D-8561 OFFENHAUSEN, FED 
REP GERMANY, FILED 4-29-1993. 


ERGOSYNCHRON 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 1087385, 
DATED 2-3-1986, EXPIRES 7-24-1995. 

FOR SEATING FURNITURE AND PARTS THEREOF 
(U.S. CL. 32). 
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SN 74-386,184. OHIO MATTRESS COMPANY LICENSING 
AND COMPONENTS GROUP, THE, CLEVELAND, OH. 
FILED 4-28-1993. 


POSTUREMATIC COMFORT 
COMMAND BED 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 654,458, 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BED”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ADJUSTABLE BEDS (U.S. CL. 32). 


1,656,837 AND 


SN 74-388,854. JONES EDITIONS INC., THE, GRANITE 
BAY, CA. FILED 5-6-1993. 


XYLOSYS 


FOR FURNITURE; AND ARCHITECTURAL ORNA- 
MENTAL OBJECTS; NAMELY, DOORS FOR FURNI- 
TURE, MOLDINGS FOR FURNITURE AND CABINET- 
WORK (U.S. CLS. 32 AND 50). 


SN 74-392,379. EAGLE AFFILIATES, INC., HARRISON, NJ. 
FILED 5-17-1993. 


SEASTRAWS 


FOR DRINKING STRAWS (U.S. CL. 50). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1993. 


SN 74-396,824. ABLER, FREDERICK F., DBA TOGGLE 
TUBE COMPANY, SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA. FILED 
6-1-1993. 


TOGGLE TUBE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TUBE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PLASTIC TUBE-LIKE COIN CONTAINER FOR 
COMMERCIAL USE (U.S. CL. 2). 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 20—(Continued). 


SN 74-397,106. SMED, OLE F., CALGARY, ALBERTA, 
CANADA, FILED 6-2-1993. 


FOR DRAWERS (U.S. CL. 32). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1992. 


SN 74-397,812. PILLOWTEX CORPORATION, DALLAS, 
TX. FILED 6-4-1993. 


XXL PILLOW 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PILLOW”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR PILLOWS (U.S. CL. 32). 


SN 74-397,818. PILLOWTEX CORPORATION, DALLAS, 
TX. FILED 6-4-1993. 


THE MEGA PILLOW 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PILLOW”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR PILLOWS (U.S. CL. 32). 


SN 74-400,704. LAMINATIONS, 
FILED 6-10-1993. 


INC., HOLLAND, MIL. 


EASY TRACK 


FOR CLOSET ORGANIZER COMPRISED OF SHELVES, | 
DIVIDERS, DRAWERS, CABINETS, AND/OR CLOTHES } 
HANGING RODS AND SUPPORTS THEREFOR (U.S. CLS. } 
32 AND 50). 

FIRST USE 4-19-1989; IN COMMERCE 4-19-1989. 
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SN 74-400,747. ELROD, RUSSELL F., ANTIOCH, TN. AND 


WILKEY, ALEX T. JR., ANTIOCH, TN. FILED 
6-10-1993. 


FOR WOOD ENCLOSURE WITH A PLEXIGLASS TOP 
TO HOUSE AND PROTECT MULTIPLE REMOTE CON- 
TROLS (U.S. CL. 50). 


SN 74-406,837. PRODUCTION 
CORONA, CA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


THE ROCK 


FOR WORKBENCH USED TO FACILITATE THE 
LOADING AND RELOADING OF AMMUNITION FOR 
FIREARMS (U.S. CL. 32). 


INDUSTRIES _ INC., 


SN 74-408,905. DIWAR U.S.A., DBA COMPUCHAIR, WOO- 
DINVILLE, WA. FILED 7-6-1993. 


COMPUCHAIR 


FOR OFFICE SEATING PRODUCTS; 
CHAIRS (U.S. CL. 32). 


FIRST USE 2-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1991. 


NAMELY, 


SN 74-408,939. CURD ENTERPRIZES, INC., MT. PLEAS- 
ANT, SC. FILED 7-6-1993. 


en, ll 


La -FrRi az Le FF 


FOR STEP STOOL (U.S. CL. 32). 
FIRST USE 4-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-28-1993. 
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SN 74-409,114. REGAL & LAGER, MARIETTA, GA. FILED 
7-6-1993. 


TRAVEL ’N TRUNDLE 


FOR BEDS (U.S. CL. 32). 


SN 74-409,834. MODUFORM, 
FILED 7-2-1993. 


INC., FITCHBURG, MA. 


MODUPEDIC 


FOR FURNITURE (U.S. CL. 32). 
FIRST USE 6-3-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-3-1993. 


SN 74-409,879. LUMEX, INC., BAY SHORE, NY. FILED 
7-6-1993. 


POSTURE PRO 


FOR SEAT CUSHIONS, BACK SUPPORT CUSHIONS 
AND INSERTS FOR SEAT CUSHIONS (U.S. CL. 32). 


SN 74-412,106. BUCKY PRODUCTS, SEATTLE, WA. 
FILED 7-13-1993. 


Con7~™ 
B-U-C-K:Y 


FOR TRAVEL, LEISURE AND BED PILLOWS FILLED 
WITH BUCKWHEAT HULLS, AS WELL AS COMPUTER 
WRIST PILLOWS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 32). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


SN 74-341,397. OWENS-CORNING FIBERGLAS TECHNOL- 
OGY INC., SUMMIT, IL. FILED 12-21-1992. 


HOLLEX 


FOR GLASS FIBERS FOR REINFORCING PLASTICS IN 
AEROSPACE, MARINE, TRANSPORTATION, AND 
SPORTS EQUIPMENT (U.S. CL. 1). 
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SN 74-349,539. HYDRO TOOLS, INC., ORLANDO, FL. 
FILED 1-19-1993. 


HYDRO TOOLS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TOOLS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ATTACHMENTS AND ACCESSORIES FOR USE 
IN OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE OF SWIMMING 
POOLS, HOT TUBS, AND SPAS; NAMELY, SUCTION 
NOZZLES FOR VACUUM CLEANERS, LEAF SKIMMERS, 
SCRUBBING BRUSHES, PLASTIC POLES AND PARTS 
THEREOF (U.S. CLS. 13, 23 AND 29). 

FIRST USE 4-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1993. 


SN 74-352,346. PLASTICS, INC., ST. PAUL, MN. FILED 
1-21-1993. 


STOWAWAYS 


FOR PLASTIC STORAGE CONTAINERS FOR HOUSE- 
HOLD OR KITCHEN USE (U.S. CL. 2). 


SN 74-360,055. WILLIAM BONNAR (1975) LIMITED, MON- 
TREAL, QUEBEC H4P 1T2, CANADA, FILED 2-18-1993. 


MARPROOF 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 711315, FILED 8-19-1992, REG. NO. 
TMA415327, DATED 8-6-1993, EXPIRES 8-6-2008. 

FOR PROTECTIVE TABLE COVERINGS; NAMELY, 
PADDING, UNDERLAY COASTERS, DOILIES AND PLA- 
CEMATS, ALL MADE OF PLASTIC (U.S. CLS. 42 AND 
50). 


SN 74-365,639. CHK INTERNATIONAL, INC., CHINO, CA. 
FILED 3-8-1993. 


Q-PONGEE 


FOR COSMETIC APPLICATORS IN THE FORMS OF 
SPONGES, BRUSHES, AND POWDER PUFFS (U.S. CL. 29). 
FIRST USE 10-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1993. 


SN 74-383,483. FULKERSON, GAIL S., DBA POTS BY 
GAIL, SPENCER, NY. FILED 4-23-1993. 


MOMMY 


FOR CERAMIC WARES; NAMELY, CONTAINERS AND 
POTS (U.S. CL. 2). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1978; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 
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SN 74-389,154. SHELTON, GARY G., SELAH, WA. FILED 
5-10-1993. 


EGGZAKLY 


FOR HANDCRAFTED PORCELAIN EGGS (U.S. CL. 30). 


SN 74-400,183. MELZER, STEVEN, EAST BRUNSWICK, 
NJ. FILED 6-9-1993. 


poca 


THE MARK TRANSLATES TO “EPOCH” OR “ERA”. 

FOR NON-ELECTRIC COFFEE AND ESPRESSO POTS; 
BEVERAGE GLASSWARE; AND CROCKERY; NAMELY, 
COOKING AND SERVING CONTAINERS (US. CLS. 2, 30 
AND 33). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1992; INCOMMERCE 3-0-1992. 


SN 74-400,405. LITTLE KIDS, INC., EAST PROVIDENCE, 
RI. FILED 6-11-1993. 


FOR PLASTIC CONTAINERS FOR BEVERAGES (U.S. 
CL. 2). 
FIRST USE 10-15-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-15-1991. 


SN 74-402,142. SPONTEX, INC., COLUMBIA, TN. FILED 
6-15-1993. 


CLEAR ’N’ CLEAN 


FOR NON-WOVEN CLEANING CLOTH FOR NON-PER- 
SONAL USE (U.S. CL. 29). 
FIRST USE 4-16-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 
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SN 74-403,969. HOMER LAUGHLIN CHINA COMPANY, SN _ 74-412,144. BETTANIN INDUSTRIAL S/A, RIO 
THE, NEWELL, WV. FILED 6-17-1993. 


GRANDE DO SUL, BRAZIL, FILED 7-12-1993. 


all, 


«« BETTANIN 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,447,552. 

FOR BRUSHES; NAMELY, FINGERNAIL BRUSHES, 
SCRUB BRUSHES, JEANS BRUSHES, SHOE BRUSHES, 
BACK BRUSHES, HAND BRUSHES, DUST PANS, WHISK 
BROOMS, BOWL BRUSHES, BATH BRUSHES, BROOMS, 
SCOURING PADS, SPONGES, AND TOOTH BRUSHES 
(U.S. CLS. 2, 21 AND 29). 

FIRST USE 11-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1992. 


FOR VITRIFIED CHINA DINNERWARE (U.S. CL. 2). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1960; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1960. SN 74-801,210. UNIVERSAL CITY STUDIOS, INC., UNI- 


VERSAL CITY, CA. AND AMBLIN’ ENTERTAINMENT, 
INC., UNIVERSAL CITY, CA. FILED 1-25-1993. 


JURASSIC PARK 


SN 74-405,165. COMFEE PRODUCTS, INC., EVART, MI. 


FILED 6-21-1993. FOR MUGS (U.S. CLS. 2, 3, 13, 15, 21 AND 23). 


FIRST USE 12-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-15-1992. 


CLASS 22—CORDAGE AND FIBERS 


SN 74-337,154. AMERICAN FILTRONA CORPORATION, 
RICHMOND, VA. FILED 12-4-1992. 


TRANSORB 


THE STIPPLING AND LINING FEATURES ARE IN- 
OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 733,601. 
HERENT ELEMENTS OF THE MARK AND ARE NOT FoR SYNTHETIC FIBER COMPONENTS USED AS AP- 
INTENDED TO INDICATE COLOR. 
~ ‘ PLICATORS, WICKS, AND/OR RESERVOIRS IN THE 
THE MARK COMPRISES “MONSTER PICK” AND 
pe ee MANUFACTURE OF COSMETIC MARKERS, MEDICAL 
ns anal Conane eae. eh. enh DEVICES AND MEDICAL DISPOSABLES, WRITING IN- 
FIRST USE 12-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1992 STRUMENTS AND MARKERS; FISER FILTER MEDIA 
; ' FOR FILTERING LIQUID AND GASES (U.S. CL. 1). 
FIRST USE 3-7-1961; IN COMMERCE 3-7-1961. 


SN 74-364,135. CALIFORNIA WEBBING INDUSTRIES, 
SN 74-407,409. IBG INC., DBA WALCO-LINCK COMPANY, INC., LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 3-1-1993. 
CLIFTON, NJ. FILED 6-30-1993. 


CALWEB 
IBEX 


FOR NYLON OR POLYESTER BANDS FOR WRAPPING 
OR BINDING IN AN INDUSTRIAL OR COMMERCIAL 
USE (U.S. CL. 7). 


FOR INSECT TRAPS (U.S. CL. 50). FIRST USE 0-0-1980; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1980. 
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SN 74-367,836. AMERICAN CYANAMID COMPANY, 
WAYNE, NJ. FILED 3-15-1993. 


CYTEC 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,569,807 AND 1,675,904. 

FOR ACRYLIC FIBER FOR USE IN THE TEXTILE 
AND NON-WOVEN FABRIC INDUSTRIES; FIBRILLAT- 
ED FIBER FOR INDUSTRIAL USE (U.S. CLS. 1, 7 AND 
42). 


SN 74-381,247. ALLEN, JAMES H., COVINGTON, KY. 
FILED 4-21-1993. 


CEDAR CLOSE-IT 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CEDAR”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PLASTIC BAG TREATED WITH A CEDAR 
SCENT USED FOR THE PROTECTION AND STORAGE 
OF CLOTHING FROM MOTHS AND OTHER VERMIN 
(U.S. CL. 2). 

FIRST USE 3-25-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-25-1993. 


SN 74-408,547. KING, HEATHER RANDALL, EDINA, MN. 
FILED 7-2-1993. 


HOLIWRAP 


FOR SHEET PLASTIC GARMENT BAGS FOR STOR- 
AGE (U.S. CL. 2). 


SN 74-410,051. AMERICAN CYANAMID COMPANY, 
WAYNE, NJ. FILED 4-26-1993. 


COMFORTECH 


FOR ACRYLIC FIBER FOR USE IN THE TEXTILE IN- 
DUSTRY (U.S. CL. 1). 
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SN 74-413,100. COLOMER, S.A. DE C.V., 54030 MEXICO, 
D.F., MEXICO, FILED 7-16-1993. 


el 


AL 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORDS “EL 
GATO” IN THE MARK IS “THE CAT”. 

FOR THREADS AND YARNS (U.S. CL. 43). 


1,334,369, 1,363,461 AND 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


SN 74-251,718. JWI LTD., KANATA, ONTARIO K2K 1X2, 
CANADA, FILED 3-3-1992. 


PERMOVENT 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 698001, FILED 1-30-1992, REG. NO. 
TMA414,608, DATED 7-16-1993, EXPIRES 7-16-2008. 

FOR DRYER FABRICS CONTAINING HOLLOW MON- 
OFILAMENTS FOR PAPER MAKING MACHINES (U.S. 
CLS. 1, 2 AND 42). 


SN 74-299,229. EDLER & LEPAVEC S.A., 68160 SAINTE- 
MARIE-AUX-MINES, FRANCE, FILED 7-28-1992. 


TISSAGE DES CHAUMES 
FRANCE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TISSAGE” AND “FRANCE”, APART FROM THE jj 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “TISSAGE DES } 
CHAUMES” IS “WEAVING OR CLOTH-MILL FROM THE } 
THATCHED COTTAGE”. 

FOR FABRICS MADE OF WOOL, CASHMERE, } 
MOHAIR AND JERSEY (U.S. CL. 42). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1977; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1977. 
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SN 74-349,968. MEHLE, AILEEN E., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 1-21-1993. 


SUZY’S SECRETS 


FOR LINENS, TOWELS AND BEDDING; NAMELY, 
SHEETS, PILLOWCASES, COMFORTERS, BED SPREADS, 
SHAMS, DUST RUFFLES, BATH TOWELS, HAND 
TOWELS, FACE TOWELS, BATH SHEETS, WASH- 


CLOTHS, TABLECLOTHS, PLACEMATS AND NAPKINS 
(U.S. CL. 42). 


SN 74-371,852. SPRINGS INDUSTRIES, INC., FORT MILL, 
SC. FILED 3-25-1993. 


WARDROBE FOR THE 
HOME 


FOR SHEETS, PILLOW CASES, COMFORTERS, 
PILLOW SHAMS, BEDSPREADS, DUST RUFFLES, COM- 
FORTER COVERS, FABRIC VALANCES AND DRAPER- 
IES (U.S. CL. 42). 

FIRST USE 1-21-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-21-1993. 


SN 74-383,540. TEKNOR APEX COMPANY, PAWTUCKET, 
RI. FILED 4-26-1993. 


WEED GUARD 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “WEED”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LANDSCAPE FABRIC USED TO PREVENT WEED 
GROWTH (U.S. CLS. 42 AND 50). 


SN 74-395,850. KINSELLA DESIGNS, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO. 
FILED 5-28-1993. 


HANG IT UP! 


FOR TEXTILE WALL HANGINGS FOR DISPLAYING 
ART WORK (US. CL. 42). 
FIRST USE 5-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-15-1993. 


SN 74-407,612. MAJZLER, GIANNA, FOUNTAIN VALLEY, 
CA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


GIANNA ROSE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,722,070. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ROSE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE MARK IS NOT THE NAME OF A LIVING INDI- 
VIDUAL. 

FOR TEXTILE TABLE COVERS, NAPKINS, PLACE- 
MATS, WASHCLOTHS, TEA TOWELS AND COTTON 
FABRIC (U.S. CL. 42). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1990; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1990. 
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SN 74-407,690. FASTECH CORPORATION, SPRINGFIELD, 
VA. FILED 6-25-1993. 


SWIPE 


FOR CLIP-ON SPORT TOWELS (U.S. CL. 42). 
FIRST USE 8-2-1992; INCOMMERCE 8-2-1992. 


SN 74-410,743. ADVANCE MAGAZINE PUBLISHERS INC., 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-12-1993. 


THE NEW YORKER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 844,606 AND 1,748,847. 
FOR TOWELS (U.S. CL. 42). 
FIRST USE 6-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1993. 


SN 74-412,766. D & R INDUSTRIES, 
WOOD, IL. FILED 7-15-1993. 


INC., LINCOLN- 


MERCURY 


FOR WOVEN FABRIC FOR POOL TABLE COVERS 
(U.S. CL. 42). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1991. 


SN 74-413,016. ENLIGHTENED ENTERTAINMENT PART- 
NERS, L.P., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-16-1993. 


ULNAREAH 


FOR BED SHEETS, PILLOW CASES, TOWELS, 
SHOWER CURTAINS, COMFORTERS, CURTAINS, BED- 
SPREADS AND TEXTILE PLACEMATS AND BED AND 
TABLE COVERS (U.S. CL. 42). 


SN 74-413,020. ENLIGHTENED ENTERTAINMENT PART- 
NERS, L.P., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-16-1993. 


SPLATTERBATTLE 


FOR BED SHEETS, PILLOWCASES, TOWELS, 
SHOWER CURTAINS, COMFORTERS, CURTAINS BED- 
SPREADS AND TEXTILE PLACEMATS AND BED AND 
TABLE COVERS (U.S. CL. 42). 





TM 144 
CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


SN 73-673,325. LINE SEVEN LIMITED, HERNE BAY, 
AUCKLAND, NEW ZEALAND, FILED 7-20-1987. 


LINE SEVEN 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LINE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, JACKETS, COVERALLS, 
TROUSERS, JUMPSUITS AND HEADWEAR (USS. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1964; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1970. 


SN 74-178,486. MARC D. SALES CORP, NEW YORK, NY 
FILED 6-21-1991. 


RED EYE 


FOR MEN’S KNITWEAR; NAMELY, 
SHIRTS AND VESTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 6-13-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-13-1991. 


SWEATERS, 


SN 74-199,877. BPI COMMUNICATIONS L.P., NEW YORK, 
NY. ASSIGNEE OF BPI COMMUNICATIONS, INC., 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 9-3-1991. 


Billooeral 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 606,753, 
OTHERS. 

THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS RED, 
YELLOW, BLUE AND GREEN AND COLOR IS 
CLAIMED AS A FEATURE OF THE MARK. 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, POLO SHIRTS, 
SHORTS, JACKETS, WIND RESISTANT JACKETS, 
SWEAT PANTS, SWEAT SHIRTS, CAPS, HEAD BANDS, 
WRIST BANDS, SUN VISORS, HATS, SCARFS (U.S. CL. 
39). 


1,528,168 AND 
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SN 74-202,222. BLACK DEATH U.S.A., SOUTH EL 
MONTE, CA. BY ASSIGNMENT AND ASSIGNMENT 
FROM SIGURDSSON, V. THOMAS, L-1026, LUXEM- 
BOURG, LUXEMBOURG, FILED 9-10-1991. 


Bleck? ) Ah 


FOR T-SHIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1980; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1989. 


SN 74-255,571. J.E. MORGAN KNITTING MILLS, 
HOMETOWN, PA. FILED 3-16-1992. 


INC., 


J.E. MORGAN COTTON 
CASUALS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COTTON CASUALS”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

“J.E. MORGAN” IS THE NAME OF A LIVING INDI- 
VIDUAL WHOSE CONSENT IS OF RECORD. 

FOR KNITTED SPORTSWEAR MADE WHOLLY OR IN 
SIGNIFICANT PART OF COTTON; NAMELY, KNITTED 
OUTERWEAR FOR MEN, WOMEN AND CHILDREN 
CONSISTING OF ONE-PIECE GARMENTS, KNITTED 
TOPS, OR KNITTED BOTTOMS, THE TOPS AND BOT- 
TOMS SOLD SEPARATELY OR TOGETHER AS A SET 
(U.S. CL. 39). 


1,369,142, 1,389,984 AND 


SN 74-278,006. NATIONAL FOOTBALL LEAGUE PROP- 
ERTIES, INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 5-26-1992. 


THE MEN BEHIND THE 
LINE 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, POLO SHIRTS AND CAPS | 
(U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 4-25-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-25-1992. 
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SN 74-308,950. TILLEY ENDURABLES INC., DON MILLS, 
ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 8-31-1992. 


NON-DISPOSABLE 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 707388, FILED 6-25-1992, REG. NO. 
T™MA416749, DATED 9-10-1993, EXPIRES 9-10-2008. 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SHORTS, PANTS, SHIRTS, 
BLAZERS, JACKETS, VESTS, SKIRTS, CULOTTES, 
DRESSES, JUMPSUITS AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-309,784. ROMMARK HANDBAGS, INC., KINGSTON, 
NY. FILED 9-1-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 832,342. 
FOR FOOTWEAR, HEADWEAR, UNDERWEAR, 
SLEEPWEAR AND UNIFORMS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-318,341. ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF SAN DIEGO, 
INC., SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED 9-28-1992. 


SAN DIEGO ZOO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SAN DIEGO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, TANK 
TOPS, JERSEYS, SWEATSHIRTS, SWEATERS, SHORTS, 
SWEATPANTS, BICYCLE PANTS, BICYCLE SKINSUITS, 
LEOTARDS, SLEEPWEAR, BEACHWEAR, JACKETS, 
BELTS, RAINWEAR, SOCKS, APRONS, CLOTH BIBS, 
KERCHIEFS, AND WRIST BANDS; HEADWEAR; 
NAMELY, HATS, CAPS VISORS, AND HEAD BANDS; 
NECKWEAR; NAMELY, SCARVES, BANDANAS, AND 
NECKTIES (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1970; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1970. 
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SN 74-322,685. GPS (DELAWARE), INC., SAN BRUNO, CA. 


FILED 10-15-1992. 


STORM BUSTER 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, JACKETS AND COATS 
(U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 7-20-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-20-1991. 


SN 74-330,635. MEL-LIN LINGERIE, INC., NEW YORK, 
NY. FILED 11-10-1992. 


NOTTE GIORNO 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE TERM 
“NOTTE” IN THE MARK IS “NIGHT OR DARKNESS”. 
THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE TERM 
“GIORNO” IN THE MARK IS “DAY, DAY-TIME OR DAY- 
LIGHT”. 

FOR LINGERIE (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 10-16-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-16-1992. 


SN 74-330,678. SANCHEZ, JOSE ANTONIO PALACIOS, 
CORNELLA DE LLOBREGAT 08940, SPAIN, FILED 
11-12-1992. 


SPORTCHIPS 


FOR MEN’S, WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S 
SPSORTWEAR, SHOES, AND HATS; NAMELY, SHIRTS, 
PANTS, SHORTS, SKIRTS, SHOES AND HATS (U.S. CL. 
39). 


SN 74-330,947. TSR, INC., LAKE GENEVA, WI. FILED 
11-13-1992. 


DRAGON WORLD 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,232,720. 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, KNIT TOPS, 
TANK TOPS, FLEECE SHIRTS, AND BOXER SHORTS 
(U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-330,989. SANCHEZ, JOSE ANTONIO PALACIOS, 


CORNELLA DE LLOBREGAT 08940, SPAIN, FILED 
11-12-1992. 


FOR MEN’S, WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, SHIRTS, PANTS, SHORTS, SKIRTS, SHOES, 
AND HATS (USS. CL. 39). 


SN 74-335,531. MAX MARA FASHION GROUP SRL., 2 
10122 TORINO, ITALY, FILED 11-30-1992. 


BLUES CLUB 


OWNER OF ITALY REG. NO. 415.054, DATED 4-14-1986, 
EXPIRES 2-28-2006. 

OWNER OF USS. REG. 
1,600,954. 

FOR GARMENTS; NAMELY, DRESSES, SUITS, BLAZ- 
ERS, BLOUSES, TROUSERS, SOCKS, SHIRTS, COATS, 
CARDIGANS, JACKETS, GOWNS, JEANS, GLOVES, 
JUMPERS, SWEATERS, PAJAMAS, PULLOVERS, SAN- 
DALS, SHOES, SHAWLS, SCARVES, OVERCOATS, 
SHIRTS, BOOTS, STOLES, T-SHIRTS, TOPS, TRENCH 
COATS, TUNICS, OVERALLS, VESTS, WRAP-AROUND 
SKIRTS, MORNING DRESSING GOWNS, BELTS (U.S. CL. 
39). 


NOS. 1,216,830, 1,424,929 AND 
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SN 74-337,258. CERVECERIA MODELO, S.A. DE C.V., 
11320 MEXICO, D.F., MEXICO, FILED 12-7-1992. 


Vy 


Alf \Y 


LA 
CERVEZA 
MAS 
FINA 


OWNER OF USS. REG. 
OTHERS. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORDS “LA 
CERVEZA MAS FINA” IS “THE FINEST BEER”. 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SWEATSHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, 
GOLF AND TENNIS SHIRTS, JACKETS, HATS, CAPS, 
SUN VISORS, SOCKS, SHORTS, AND BATHING SUITS 
(U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 4-1-1980; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1980. 


NOS. 1,462,155, 1,548,371 AND 


SN 74-337,462. KARL STEGMANN FILZ- UND FILZWAR- 
ENFABRIK, D 7919 KELLMUENZ, FED REP GERMA- 
NY, FILED 12-7-1992. 


STEGMANN 


SEC. 2(F). 


FOR SHOES, SLIPPERS, BOOTS AND INNER SOLES 
(U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1888; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1985. 
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SN 74-339,038. NORDSTROM, INC., SEATTLE, WA. FILED 
12-10-1992. 


FOR SHOES, BELTS, HATS, MEN’S CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, SPORT SHIRTS, DRESS SHIRTS, KNIT 
SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, SWEATERS, PANTS, AND 
JACKETS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-340,713. LENART, MARY KATHLEEN, AURORA, 
OH. FILED 12-17-1992. 


Playground 
Pockets 


4C 


“ns 
9. 
Ch a 
“ts tun of un! 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “POCKETS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CHILDREN’S CLOTHING, EXCLUDING FOOT- 
WEAR; NAMELY, PANTS, SKIRTS, DRESSES, OVER- 
ALLS, JUMPERS, SHORTS, SHIRTS, SWEATERS, JACK- 
ETS, SOCKS, LEOTARDS, SCARVES, HATS, GLOVES, 
COATS, AND SLEEPWEAR, WHICH ARE EQUIPPED 
WITH POCKETS, THE POCKETS DISPLAYING AND/OR 
CONTAINING LETTERS, NUMBERS, SHAPES, OR PIC- 
TURES CONSISTENT WITH AN EDUCATIONAL THEME 
(U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-341,991. AMIKEN, INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 
12-18-1992. 


GREYSTONE 


FOR MEN’S, WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S SPORTS- 
WEAR CLOTHING; NAMELY, 100% COTTON PANTS, 
SHORTS AND JACKETS (U.S. CL. 39). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 25—(Continued). 


SN 74-342,358. L.C. LICENSING, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 12-21-1992. 


RUSS SIGNATURE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 653,796, 
OTHERS. 

FOR APPAREL; NAMELY, FOOTWEAR, HEAD WEAR, 
SHIRTS, PANTS, SHORTS, DRESSES, SWEATERS, 
VESTS, SUITS, COATS AND JUMPERS (U.S. CL. 39). 


1,492,321 AND 


SN 74-345,874. ANTEPRIMA S.R.L., 36010 ZANE’ (VI- 
CENZA), ITALY, FILED 1-5-1993. 


QO 
Cat 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FOR DANCE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CLOTHING FOR DANCE; NAMELY, LEOTARDS, 
BODY-SUITS, LEG WARMERS, SWEAT PANTS, T- 
SHIRTS, AND SWEAT SHIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1981; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1988. 


SN 74-347,391. FRECKLE FACTORY, INC., PLANO, TX. 
FILED 1-11-1993. 


FRECKLE FACTORY 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, TOPS, SWEATSHIRTS, T- 
SHIRTS, BOTTOMS, SHORTS, PANTS, DRESSES, BAGS, 
BOOTS, SHOES, SLIPPERS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1989. 


SN 74-347,865. CONNECTOR SET LIMITED PARTNER- 
SHIP, HATFIELD, PA. FILED 1-12-1993. 


K’NEX 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, HATS, CAPS, VISORS, 
JACKETS, SHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, BLOUSES, 
JEANS TROUSERS, SLACKS, SOCKS, SNEAKERS, ATH- 
LETIC SHOES, APRONS, SMOCKS, GLOVES, SCARVES 
(U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-349,160. MIZUNO KABUSHIKI KAISHA, CHUO-KU, 
OSAKA, JAPAN, FILED 1-7-1993. 


OWNER OF JAPAN REG. NO. DATED 
11-29-1985, EXPIRES 11-29-1995. 

FOR UNIFORMS, WIND RESISTANT JACKETS, 
SWEATSUITS, COATS, JACKETS, PARKAS, SHIRTS, UN- 
DERSHIRTS, AND UNDERPANTS, ALL FOR USE IN 
BASEBALL AND SOFTBALL; T-SHIRTS AND POLO 
SHIRTS FOR VARIOUS SPORTS, VOLLEYBALL SHIRTS 
AND PANTS, TRACK AND FIELD SHIRTS AND PANTS, 
SWEATSHIRTS AND SWEATPANTS, WARMUP SHIRTS 
AND PANTS; CAP; BELTS; STOCKINGS (U.S. CL. 39). 


1818628, 


SN 74-350,066. JOCKEY INTERNATIONAL, INC., KENO- 
SHA, WI. FILED 1-21-1993. 


SOFT ELEGANCE 


FOR SHEER HOSIERY, TIGHTS, PANTYHOSE AND 
SOCKS FOK MEN, WOMEN AND CHILDREN (U.S. CL. 
39). 


SN 74-352,002. ZILLIONS INDUSTRIAL INC., CITY OF IN- 
DUSTRY, CA. FILED 1-25-1993. 


CASUAL RADIANCE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CASUAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR WEARING APPAREL; NAMELY, JOGGING SUITS, 
SWEAT SUITS, SWEATERS, PANTS, SHORTS, AND 
JACKETS (U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-352,786. JOHNSON, JOHN L., WOODBRIDGE, VA. 


FILED 1-27-1993. 


THE STIPPLING IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES ONLY 
AND DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR CLOTHING FOR USE AS SPORTS APPAREL/ 
ACTIVE WEAR; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, CAPS, SHORT 
PANTS, JOGGING SUITS, SWEAT SHIRTS, SWEAT 
PANTS, COATS, SOCKS, JACKETS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 1-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-26-1993. 


SN 74-353,436. TWO HYPE, INC., DENVER, CO. FILED 
1-28-1993. 


V, 
RFE 


aco on Zt 1 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ACTION WARE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR UNISEX ADULT AND UNISEX YOUTH SPORTS- 
WEAR; NAMELY, SHIRTS, JACKETS, PANTS, SHORTS 
AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 8-9-1990; IN COMMERCE 8-9-1990. 
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SN 74-355,385. AMERICAN POP, INC., GLADWYNE, PA. 
FILED 2-4-1993. 


FOR MEN’S, WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S APPAREL; 
NAMELY, SHIRTS, SKIRTS, DRESSES, PANTS, JEANS, T- 
SHIRTS, TANK TOPS, SWEAT SHIRTS, SWEAT PANTS, 
SHORTS, SLACKS, BLOUSES, VESTS, SWEATERS, CAMI- 
SOLES, BELTS, SCARVES, JACKETS, COATS, SNOW 
SUITS, SNOW PANTS, OVERALLS, CREEPERS, JUMP- 
ERS, PANTSUITS, CULOTTES, JOGGING SUITS, SLEEP- 
WEAR, UNDERGARMENTS, ROBES, BEACHWEAR, 
HEAD WEAR, INFANTWEAR, RAINWEAR, TIES, 
SOCKS, SHOES, ATHLETIC FOOTWEAR, HATS, CAPS, 
HEADBANDS, WRIST BANDS, GLOVES AND MITTENS 
(U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-356,388. ATLANTA HAWKS, LTD., ATLANTA, GA. 
FILED 2-8-1993. 


TRI-CITY BLACKHAWKS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 986,230, 
OTHERS. 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, HOSIERY, FOOTWEAR, T- 
SHIRTS, SWEAT SHIRTS, SWEATPANTS, PANTS, TANK 
TOPS, JERSEYS, SHORTS, PAJAMAS, SPORT SHIRTS, 
RUGBY SHIRTS, SWEATERS, BELTS, TIES, NIGHT- 
SHIRTS, HATS, WARM-UP SUITS, JACKETS, PARKAS, 
COATS, CLOTH BIBS, HEAD BANDS AND WRIST 
BANDS ALL SOLD ONLY IN PROMOTION OF AND IN 
CONNECTION WITH A PROFESSIONAL BASKETBALL 
TEAM (U.S. CL. 39). 


1,618,864 AND 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 25—(Continued). 


SN 74-356,593. KELLWOOD COMPANY, CHESTERFIELD, 
MO. FILED 2-8-1993. 


ILISE STEVENS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,383,482. 

THE NAME “ILISE STEVENS” IN THE MARK DOES 
NOT IDENTIFY A PARTICULAR LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 

FOR DAYWEAR; NAMELY, SLIPS, PETTISLIPS, TED- 
DIES, CAMISOLES, BRAS AND PANTIES (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 7-28-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-28-1992. 


SN 74-358,481. HANDELSGESELLSCHAFT HEINRICH 
HEINE GMBH, 76135 KARLSRUHE, FED REP GERMA- 
NY, FILED 2-12-1993. 


NICOLA TESINI 


OWNER OF FED REP GERMANY REG. NO. 2025242, 
DATED 11-25-1992, EXPIRES 10-2-2001. 

“NICOLA TESINI” IDENTIFIES A LIVING INDIVID- 
UAL WHOSE CONSENT IS OF RECORD. 

FOR LADIES’, MEN’S AND CHILDREN’S UNDER- 
WEAR; OUTERWEAR; NAMELY, JACKETS, CARDI- 
GANS, COATS, SHIRTS, VESTS, SWEATERS, SWEAT- 
SHIRTS, TROUSERS, SHORTS, SKIRTS, TOPS, LADIES’ 
SUITS, DRESSES AND LEGGINGS; AND FOOTWEAR 
AND HEADWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-360,373. KIDSENSE, INC., CHARLOTTE, NC. FILED 
2-19-1993. 


kkdsense 


FOR CHILDREN’S CLOTHING AND MATERNITY 
CLOTHING (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 10-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1992. 
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SN 74-366,499. WORLD CLASS GERMANY GMBH, CRAIL- 
SHEIM 7180, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 3-10-1993. 


THE STIPPLING IN THE MARK IS FOR DESIGN PUR- 
POSES AND IS NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR CLOTHING MADE OF FABRIC, LEATHER, IMI- 
TATION LEATHER, FUR OR PAPER; NAMELY, PANTS, 
TOPS, BOTTOMS, DRESSES, COATS, JACKETS, SKIRTS, 
SUITS, VESTS, GLOVES, JUMPSUITS, SWEATERS, RAIN 
COATS, SHORTS, TRACKSUITS, BELTS, MUFFS, EAR- 
MUFFS; HEADWEAR; SHOES, BOOTS, SLIPPERS, SAN- 
DALS; SPORTS FOOTWEAR; ATHLETIC UNIFORMS; 
NON-SLIP PLASTIC PADS SOLD AS A COMPONENT 
PART OF BOOTS AND SHOES, METAL STUDS SOLD AS 
A COMPONENT PART OF SPORT BOOTS, HEELS, IN- 
SOLES; READY-MADE LININGS AND POCKETS SOLD 
AS COMPONENT PARTS OF CLOTHING; CLOTHING 
FOUNDATION GARMENT CORSETS (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 
39). 


SN 74-370,585. JOHNSON, GARY DAVID, OAKLAND, CA. 
FILED 3-22-1993. 


QUEER GEAR 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GEAR”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR MEN’S AND WOMEN’S CLOTHING; NAMELY, 
TOPS, BOTTOMS, SHIRTS, PANTS, SHORTS AND HATS, 
ALL THE ABOVE PRODUCTS DESIGNED TO PROMOTE 
PRIDE AMONG GAYS AND LESBIANS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 2-5-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-5-1993. 


SN 74-371,812. FOOT-JOY, INC., BROCKTON, MA. FILED 
3-25-1993. 


CLASSICS DRY 


FOR GOLF SHOES (U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-371,945. POWERFOOD 
FILED 3-25-1993. 


INC., BERKELEY, CA. 


POWERSPORTS 


FOR MEN’S, WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, HATS, CAPS, HEAD BANDS, SWEAT BANDS, 
VISORS, COATS, JACKETS, SHIRTS, PANTS, SHORTS, 
SWEAT PANTS, TIGHTS, LEOTARDS, LEGGINGS, 
SOCKS, SHOES, GYM SUITS, JOGGING SUITS, SWEAT 
SUITS, WARM-UP SUITS, TRACK SUITS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-375,169. MOTSENBOCKER, DONALD MARSHALL, 
MCKINNEY, TX. FILED 4-5-1993. 


LOOPER 


FOR MEN’S AND WOMEN’S CLOTHING; NAMELY, 
COATS, JACKETS, HATS, AND BOOTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 1-18-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-18-1993. 


SN 74-377,847. PEEK & CLOPPENBURG KG, 4000 DUS- 
SELDORF 1, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 4-13-1993. 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, VESTS, SWEATSUITS, 
DRESSES, BLOUSES, SKIRTS, CULOTTES, TOWEL 
WRAPS, STOCKINGS AND COLLARS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-383,159. GOLDEN CLIPPER INTERNATIONAL, 
INC., BALDWIN PARK, CA. FILED 4-21-1993. 


“Silk. Aeble 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SILK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LADIES AND MEN’S APPAREL; NAMELY, SUITS, 
SHIRTS, SKIRTS, JACKETS, SPORTCOATS AND TIES 
MADE IN WHOLE OR SUBSTANTIAL PART OF SILK 
(U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-386,334. JONES, STEPHEN J., PROVO, UT. FILED 
4-30-1993. 


X’ESS 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SWEAT SUITS, SWEAT 
TOPS, SWEAT BOTTOMS, T-SHIRTS, SWEATERS, 
SHORTS HATS, TOPS AND BOTTOMS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-386,633. GEIST, NANCY, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 
5-5-1993. 


ZEITGEIST 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “ZEITGEIST” IN 


THE MARK IS “SPIRIT OF THE AGE” OR “SPIRIT OF 
THE TIMES”. 


FOR SHOES AND BELTS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-388,380. SR HOLDINGS INC., CAMBRIDGE, MA. 
FILED 5-7-1993. 


GH KEDS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 
FOR FOOTWEAR; CLOTHING; NAMELY, SKIRTS, 


BLOUSES, SHIRTS, SLACKS, SWEATSHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, 
AND SWEATPANTS (U.S. CL. 39). 


114,848, 1,222,699 AND 


SN 74-389,741. OPPER, THOMAS S., DBA LIBERTY 
GRAPHICS, LIBERTY VILLAGE, ME. FILED 5-13-1993. 


LIBERTY GRAPHICS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GRAPHICS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR SHIRTS, TOPS, T-SHIRTS, BANDANNAS, SWEAT- 
SHIRTS, HATS, AND APRONS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 4-15-1978; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1978. 
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SN 74-390,272. WALKABOUT LICENSING, INC., ROCKY 
RIVER, OH. FILED 5-14-1993. 


ITSA 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, JACKETS, T-SHIRTS, 
TANK-TOPS, SWEAT SHIRTS, SWEAT PANTS, WOVEN 
AND KNIT SHIRTS, WOVEN AND KNIT SHORTS, 
WOVEN AND KNIT PANTS, DENIM JEANS, DENIM 
SHIRTS, DENIM JACKETS, POLY-FILLED AND DOWN- 
FILLED JACKETS AND COATS, UNDERWEAR, TUR- 
TLENECK SHIRTS, SWIM SUITS, SOCKS, BATHROBES, 
GLOVES, WOVEN AND KNIT HATS, BASEBALL CAPS, 
WOVEN AND KNIT SCARFS, NECKTIES, POCKET 
SQUARES, BELTS, SPORT SHOES, DRESS SHOES, 
SWEATERS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-396,302. MAX MARA FASHION GROUP SRL, 10122 
TORINO, ITALY, FILED 6-1-1993. 


NEWPENNY EASY WEAR 


OWNER OF ITALY REG. NO. 451335, DATED 10-6-1986, 
EXPIRES 7-31-2006. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,467,425 AND 1,484,337. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “EASY WEAR”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CLOTHING FOR MEN, WOMEN AND CHILDREN; 
NAMELY, DRESSES, SUITS, BONNETS, HATS, CAPS, 
BLAZERS, BLOUSES, TROUSERS, PANTS, SHIRTS, 
CAMISOLES, CHEMISES, COATS, CARDIGANS, CAS- 
SOCKS, COLLARS, NECKTIES, JACKET, WIND JACK- 
ETS, GLOVES, RAINCOATS, PAJAMAS, PULLOVERS, 
SCARVES, SHORTS OR BERMUDAS, SLIPS, OVER- 
COATS, SKIRTS, T-SHIRTS, TOPS, BELTS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-396,571. HAMPTON INDUSTRIES, INC., KINSTON, 
NC. FILED 6-1-1993. 


BLUE CO. BY LE TIGRE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

FOR MEN’S, BOYS’, WOMEN’S AND GIRLS SHIRTS, 
BLOUSES, SWEATERS, JACKETS, SHORTS, PANTS, 
JEANS, ROBES, PAJAMAS, UNDERWEAR, JOGGING- 
SUITS AND SWIM WEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 3-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-15-1993. 


1,186,863, 1,490,278 AND 
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SN 74-397,392. TWENTY-FIRST CENTURY CULTURE, SN 74-398,951. LIPTONS INTERNATIONAL LIMITED, TO- 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-1-1993. RONTO, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 6-8-1993. 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, WOMEN’S FASHION 


WEAR; NAMELY, HATS, COATS, SUITS, SLACKS, RAIN- 


COATS, SCARVES, HOSIERY, SHORTS, SWIMSUITS, 
auines’. an te APPAREL; NAMELY, SHIRTS AND  GiovEs, JACKETS, CARCOATS, DRESSES, SKIRTS, 
SWEATERS, NIGHTGOWNS, ROBES, SHIRTS AND 
BLOUSES (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1993. 


SN 74-397,716. MONTGOMERY WARD & CO., INCORPO- 
RATED, CHICAGO, IL. FILED 5-10-1993. 


SHEER PERFECTION 


SN 74-399,579. GIVANI FOOTWEAR LIMITED, AUCK- 
LAND, NEW ZEALAND, FILED 6-9-1993. 
OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 966,487, 1,482,461 AND 
OTHERS. 
FOR WOMEN’S HOSIERY (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 2-6-1984; IN COMMERCE 2-6-1924. 


GIVANI 


SN 74-398,103. TOP-TEX, INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 


6-7-1993. FOR SLIPPERS (U.S. CL. 39). 


BLU DI BLU 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORDS “BLU 
DI BLU” IN THE MARK IS “BLUE OF BLUE”. 
FOR MEN’S, WOMEN’S AND CHILDREN’S CLOTHING 
ARTICLES; NAMELY, SHIRTS, SKIRTS, BLOUSES, JACK- SN 74-399,859. STILLMAN, MARTIN J., MINNEAPOLIS, 
ETS, TROUSERS, JUMP SUITS, DRESSES, SUITS, CAF- MN. FILED 6-7-1993. 
TANS, CAMISOLES, BERMUDA SHORTS, TEE SHIRTS, 
TUNICS OVERALLS, VESTS, ROMPERS (U.S. CL. 39). 


QUAD SQUAD 


SN 74-398,393. WORMSER COMPANY, THE, NORTH- 
BROOK, IL. FILED 6-4-1993. 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, SWEAT 

SHORT EDDIE’S SHIRTS, SWEAT PANTS, PANTS, TANK TOPS, JERSEYS, 

SHORTS, PAJAMAS, NIGHT SHIRTS, SPORTS SHIRTS, 

RUGBY SHIRTS, WARMUP SUITS, JACKETS, PARKAS, 

COATS, HEADBANDS, WRISTBANDS, SWEATERS, 

FOR UNDERWEAR FOR MEN, WOMEN AND CHIL-- BELTS, TIES, HOSIERY, BANDANNAS, RAINWEAR, 
DREN (U.S. CL. 39). BOXER SHORTS, SHOES AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN. 74-402,369. BAXTER INTERNATIONAL, LTD., NEW SN _ 74-402,912. CENTENNIAL SPORTS PROMOTIONS, 
YORK, NY. FILED 1-14-1993. INC., KANSAS CITY, MO. FILED 6-18-1993. 


APPAREL DESIGN 


P 
QUALITY Af, pooch 


THE NAME “BILLY BASELINE” IN THE MARK DOES 
NOT IDENTIFY A PARTICULAR LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 
OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,508,224. FOR LINE OF CLOTHING; NAMELY, HATS, SHIRTS, 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO _— PANTS, JACKETS, SHORTS, SWEATERS (U.S. CL. 39). 
USE “COMPANY” AND “QUALITY APPAREL DESIGN”, FIRST USE 9-12-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-12-1992. 
APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, PANTS, SHIRTS AND 
SHORTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 7-31-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-31-1992. 
SN 74-402,916. FORSCHLER, LAURA R., ALEXANDRIA, 


VA. FILED 6-18-1993. 


Sunban Scarf Hat 
Laura 


SN 74-402,370. BAXTER INTERNATIONAL, LTD., NEW NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TURBAN SCARF HAT”, APART FROM THE MARK 


YORK, NY. FILED 1-14-1993. 
AS SHOWN. 


FOR TURBANS, SCARVES AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1982; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1982. 


SN 74-402,940. BROWN GROUP, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO. 
FILED 6-18-1993. 


KID NATION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR FOOTWEAR (US. CL. 39). 


SN 74-403,808. DOLLAR GENERAL CORPORATION, 
OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,508,224 AND OTHERS. SCOTTSVILLE, KY. FILED 6-21-1993. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “COMPANY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS COMFORT’EASE 


SHOWN. 
FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, PANTS, SHIRTS AND 


SHORTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 7-31-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-31-1992. FOR HOUSE SLIPPERS (U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-404,751. LOVELL, RAYMOND TODD, ST GEORGE, 
UT. FILED 6-23-1993. 


NATURAL BY NATURE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “NATURAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MEN'S AND WOMEN’S CLOTHING; NAMELY, T- 
SHIRTS, SWEAT SHIRTS AND SHORTS MADE OF NAT- 
URAL FIBERS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-405,525. LILLARD, DEAN, CHICAGO, IL. FILED 
6-22-1993. 


TREY PLAY 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, SHIRTS, HATS, 
VISORS, JACKETS, SHORTS, JEANS, SCARVES, GYM 
SHOES, BODY SUITS, AND RAINWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-405,538. PEINADO, MICHAEL A., DALLAS, TX. 
FILED 6-25-1993 


FOUR-QUEST 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SHIRTS, 
PANTS, SHORTS AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 


JACKETS, 


SN 74-405,597. THOMPSON, ALICE R., KERNERSVILLE, 
NC. FILED 6-25-1993. 


TOE TOWELS 


FOR SLIPPERS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 4-23-1991; INCOMMERCE 4-23-1991. 


SN 74-405,740. PEINADO, MICHAEL A., DALLAS, TX. 
FILED 6-25-1993. 


4-QUEST 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SHIRTS, 
PANTS, SHORTS AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 


JACKETS, 


SN 74-406,252. Y-DESIGN, DALLAS, TX. FILED 6-28-1993. 


BLOFISH 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SHORTS, HATS, AND T- 
SHIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-406,732. L.A. GEAR, INC., SANTA MONICA, CA. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


MULTI TEMPO 


FOR FOOTWEAR AND APPAREL PRODUCTS FOR 
MEN, WOMEN AND CHILDREN; NAMELY, SHOES, 
PANTS, SHORTS, SHIRTS, BLOUSES, SKIRTS, JACKETS, 
OVERALLS, WARM-UP SUITS, SWEATSHIRTS, SOCKS, 
HATS, LEOTARDS AND TIGHTS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-406,982. PACIFIC TRAIL, 
FILED 6-25-1993. 


INC., SEATTLE, WA. 


PACIFIC TRAIL 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 995,887 AND 1,424,046. 
FOR FOOTWEAR (USS. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 12-0-1983; INCOMMERCE 12-0-1983. 


SN 74-407,139. FREELAND JEANS AND SPORTSWEAR, 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-29-1993. 


EARTHY THREADS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THREADS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR PANTS, JEANS, SHIRTS, SHORTS, SKIRTS, 
SKORTS, DRESSES, JUMPERS, LEGGINGS, JACKETS, 
CREEPERS AND JUMPSUITS (US. CL. 39). 


SN 74-407,327. GENERAL FASHION CORP. OF NEW 
YORK, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-29-1993. 


JILL’S PRIVATE LINE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LINE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

“JILL” IDENTIFIES A PARTICULAR LIVING INDI- 
VIDUAL, “JILL ROGERS”, WHOSE CONSENT IS OF 
RECORD. 

FOR WOMEN’S AND GIRLS’ CLOTHING; NAMELY, 
BLOUSES, JACKETS, SWEATERS, PANTS, DRESSES, 
COATS, SHORTS AND SKIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-407,328. GENERAL FASHION CORP. OF NEW 
YORK, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-29-1993. 


JILL’S PRIVATE 
COLLECTION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COLLECTION”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

“JILL” IDENTIFIES A PARTICULAR LIVING INDI- 
VIDUAL, “JILL ROGERS” WHOSE CONSENT IS OF 
RECORD. 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, BLOUSES, JACKETS, 
SWEATERS, PANTS, DRESSES, COATS, SHORTS AND 
SKIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-407,439. DILLARD DEPARTMENT STORES, 
LITTLE ROCK, AR. FILED 6-30-1993. 


ST. DURAND 


FOR MEN’S CLOTHING; NAMELY, SHIRTS, SHORTS, 
PANTS, SWEAT SHIRTS AND SWEAT PANTS (U.S. CL. 
39). 


SN 74-407,481. JOHNSON, GARY DAVID, OAKLAND, CA. 
FILED 6-29-1993. 


GAY SPORTS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SPORTS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MEN'S AND WOMEN’S CLOTHING; NAMELY, 
SHIRTS, PANTS, SHORTS AND HATS (US. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 5-25-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-25-1993. 


SN 74-407,495. STEVENS, EDWARD C., WHITEFISH BAY, 
WI. FILED 6-29-1993. 


IT’S MILWAUKEE FOR ME! 
THE TOWN WITH A SMILE. 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SHIRTS, SHORTS, PANTS, 
JACKETS, AND HATS (US. CL. 39). 


SN 74-407,654. KMART PROPERTIES, INC., TROY, MI. 
FILED 6-30-1993. 


G4000 


FOR WOMEN’S JACKETS, COATS AND JOGGING 
SUITS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1988. 
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SN 74-407,655. KMART PROPERTIES, INC., TROY, MI. 
FILED 6-30-1993. 


MISTY WEATHER 


FOR WOMEN’S COATS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1989. 


SN 74-408,262. SEATTLE PACIFIC INDUSTRIES, INC., SE- 
ATTLE, WA. FILED 7-2-1993. 


FOR MENS, WOMENS, AND CHILDRENS CLOTHING; 
NAMELY, PANTS, JEANS, SHORTS, SKIRTS, OVER- 
ALLS, SHORTALLS, JACKETS AND KNIT AND WOVEN 
TOPS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 9-6-1984; IN COMMERCE 9-6-1984. 


SN 74-408,532. AN, HUI BAI, DBA I.M.A.S. PRODUCTS, 
BROOKLYN, NY. FILED 7-2-1993. 


FOR HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 
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SN 74-408,990. E.S. ORIGINALS, INC., NEW YORK, NY. SN 74-409,817. HULATA SHOE INDUSTRIES, UPPER 
FILED 7-6-1993. GALILEE, 12110, ISRAEL, FILED 7-1-1993. 


TALKABLES 


FOR FOOTWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-409,611. KEILLOR, GARRISON, ST. PAUL, MN. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD 
“SABRA” IS “CACTUS FRUIT”. 
FOR FOOTWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 


ale 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “BOEUF” IN THE 

MARK IS “BEEF”. SN 74-409,862. MARONEY, DENNIS, LOS ANGELES, CA. 
FOR APRONS (U.S. CL. 39). AND MARONEY, SANDRA, LOS ANGELES, CA 
FIRST USE 10-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-15-1992. FILED 6-29-1993. 


SN 74-409,809. SUECHTING, DAVID L., DBA TRACK 'N RE 
TRAIL, EL DORADO HILLS, CA. FILED 7-1-1993. FAUX AL 


COLOMA TRAIL 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “FAUX” IN THE 
MARK IS “FALSE”. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO FOR SHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, SHORTS, SWEATSHIRTS, 
USE “COLOMA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. SWEATPANTS, LEGGINGS AND LEOTARDS (U.S. CL. 
FOR BOOTS AND SOCKS (U.S. CL. 39). 39). 
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SN 74-410,226. YAGA, INC., GALVESTON, TX. FILED 
7-6-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

FOR CLOTHING AND WEARING APPAREL; NAMELY, 
SPORT SHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, CAPS, SHORTS, PANTS, AND 
SWEATSHIRTS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


1,553,835, 1,713,813 AND 


SN 74-410,357. GET OFF ME WEAR, 
GROVE, CA. FILED 7-2-1993. 


INC., GARDEN 


FOR HATS, SHIRTS, PANTS, SHORTS, BATHING 
SUITS AND SHOES (US. CL. 39). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-410,981. KELLWOOD COMPANY, CHESTERFIELD, 
MO. FILED 7-12-1993. 


P. J. & MOORE 


FOR LADIES’ SLEEPWEAR AND _ LINGERIE; 
NAMELY, CHEMISES, CAMI-TAP SETS (CAMISOLES 
WITH MATCHING PANTIES), GOWNS, SHIRTS, PAJA- 
MAS AND ROBES (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-410,985. ENSTROM, HENRY, CHICAGO, IL. AND 
FIELD, KENNETH, CHICAGO, IL. FILED 7-12-1993. 


40CIOUS 


FOR ATHLETIC APPAREL; NAMELY, TANK TOPS, 
TEE SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, JACKETS, CAPS, AND 
SWEATPANTS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-410,988. ENSTROM, HENRY, CHICAGO, IL. AND 
FIELD, KENNETH, CHICAGO, IL. FILED 7-12-1993. 


FOUROCIOUS 


FOR ATHLETIC APPAREL; NAMELY, TANK TOPS, 
TEE SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, JACKETS, CAPS, AND 
SWEATPANTS (US. CL. 39). 


SN 74-411,920. CAITAC & JAE CO., INC., GARDENA, CA. 
FILED 7-12-1993. 


AMERICAN STORY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “AMERICAN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, PANTS; JACKETS; 
SWEATERS; SKIRTS; SHIRTS AND SHORTS; SWEAT 
PANTS, JACKETS, SHIRTS AND SHORTS; TANK TOPS; 
BATHING SUITS; LEOTARDS; TIGHTS; SKI JACKETS 
AND PANTS; SOCKS; HATS; GLOVES; SCARVES AND 
SHOES (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-412,484. SAMMIS, RALPH P., BOYNTON BEACH, 
FL. FILED 7-12-1993. 


SONS OF BEACHES 


FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, SURF TRUNKS, SHORTS, 
PANTS, T-SHIRTS AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 6-1-1987; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1987. 
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SN 74-413,015. ENLIGHTENED ENTERTAINMENT PART- 
NER, L.P., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-16-1993. 


ULNAREAH 


FOR T-SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, SWEAT PANTS, 
PANTS, SHORTS, TANK TOPS, SHIRTS, VESTS, 
BLOUSES, NIGHTSHIRTS, PAJAMAS, BOXER SHORTS, 
JACKETS, SWEATERS, WRIST BANDS, HEAD BANDS, 
HOSIERY AND HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-413,019. ENLIGHTENED ENTERTAINMENT PART- 
NER, L.P., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-16-1993. 


SPLATTERBATTLE 


FOR T-SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, SWEAT PANTS, 
PANTS, SHORTS, TANK TOPS, SHIRTS, VESTS, 
BLOUSES, NIGHTSHIRTS, PAJAMAS, BOXER SHORTS, 
JACKETS, SWEATERS, WRIST BANDS, HEAD BANDS, 
HOSIERY AND HATS (US. CL. 39). 


SN 74-413,052. TROPICAL GARMENT MANUFACTURING 
CO., TAMPA, FL. FILED 7-16-1993. 


WET PROCESS 


FOR PANTS, SHORTS AND SLACKS (U.S. CL. 39). 


SN 74-413,405. J.P. ORIGINAL CORPORATION, COM- 


MERCE, CA. FILED 7-12-1993. 


IRON MOUNTAIN 


FOR SHOES (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 7-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-26-1993. 


CLASS 26—FANCY GOODS 


SN 74-252,7600. YOSHIDA KOGYO K.K., TOKYO 101, 


JAPAN, FILED 3-6-1992. 


POPMATE 


OWNER OF JAPAN REG. NO. 
12-25-1989, EXPIRES 12-25-1999. 


2196219, 


FOR SLIDE FASTENERS, BUTTONS, SNAP BUTTONS 


AND STUD BUTTONS (U.S. CL. 40). 
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SN 74-333,241. 921637 ONTARIO LIMITED T/A JUPITER 
INDUSTRIES, TORONTO, ONTARIO, MIP 2L6, 
CANADA, FILED 11-20-1992. 


SleepeSafe 


FOR CHILD RESTRAINING DEVICE IN THE NATURE 
OF DETACHABLE CUSHIONS ON A BASE (U.S. CL. 40). 


SN 74-338,975. SANSOM, 
FILED 12-10-1992. 


INC., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


FOR HAIR RIBBONS AND BARRETTES (US. CL. 40). 
FIRST USE 10-26-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-26-1992. 


SN 74-345,824. B. BLUMENTHAL & CO., 
STADT, NJ. FILED 1-5-1993. 


INC., CARL- 


BUTTON EYES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BUTTON”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FINDINGS FOR CREATION OF CRAFT PROJECT 
TOYS; NAMELY, BUTTONS (U.S. CL. 40). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 
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SN 74-371,860. ENTACO LIMITED, STUDLEY, WARWICK- 
SHIRE B80 7AP, UNITED KINGDOM, FILED 3-25-1993. 


THE NAME “RICHARD HEMMING” IN THE MARK 
DOES NOT IDENTIFY A PARTICULAR LIVING INDI- 
VIDUAL. 

FOR HAND SEWING NEEDLES (U.S. CL. 40). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1993. 


SN 74-383,650. TAYLOR TOPPER, INC., DBA REALLU- 


SIONS AND DBA TAYLORMADE, MILLBRAE, CA. 
FILED 4-26-1993. 


COPPERLITE INTERLUSION 


FOR WIGS, HAIR REPLACEMENT GOODS, AND HAIR 
PIECES (U.S. CL. 40). 


FIRST USE 6-30-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1993. 


SN 74-386,026. THEODOR GROZ & SOEHNE & ERNST 
BECKERT NADELFABRIK COMMANDITGESELLS- 
CHAFT, D-7470 ALBSTADT 1-EBINGEN, FED REP 
GERMANY, FILED 5-4-1993. 


GEBEDUR 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. G42144/7WZ, FILED 
12-23-1992, REG. NO. 2038886, DATED 6-22-1993, EXPIRES 
12-23-2002. 

FOR PARTS OF KNITTING AND WARP KNITTING 
MACHINES, VIZ, NEEDLES, PLATES AND STEEL PINS 
FOR ACTUATING NEEDLES, LOOP FORMING MEM- 
BERS EQUIVALENT TO NEEDLES OF BEFORE-MEN- 
TIONED MACHINES; SEWING NEEDLES, SEWING MA- 
CHINE NEEDLES, FELTING NEEDLES, HOOKED NEE- 
DLES AND INSERTING NEEDLES FOR SHOEMAKING 
(U.S. CL. 40). 
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SN 74-399,190. FOGARTY, PAMELA LYNETTE, KOHI- 
MARAMA AUCKLAND 5, NEW ZEALAND, FILED 
6-3-1993. 


IYUME DESIGN 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DESIGN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR ARTIFICIAL FLOWERS (U.S. CLS. 40 AND 50). 


SN 74-406,441. GLITTER INTERNATIONAL, INC., MIAMI, 
FL. FILED 6-24-1993. 


GLITTER BOX 


FOR CLOTHING DECORATING KITS, COMPRISING, 
GARMENT EMBELLISHMENTS; NAMELY, RHINES- 
TONES; SEQUINS; FAUX SEMI-PRECIOUS STONES; 
GILT, NICKEL, BRASS, STEEL; AND SILVER-COLORED 
METAL DISCS; PEARLS; BUTTONS; MIRRORS; BRAIDS; 
BOWS; RIBBONS; SILK FLOWERS; EMBROIDERED PAT- 
TERNS; PATCHES; AND LACE; AND AN ELECTRICAL 
LOW TEMPERATURE GLUE GUN WITH MULTI-COL- 
ORED COMPATIBLE GLUE STICKS AND SILICONE 
GLUE PAD (US. CL. 40). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-16-1993. 


SN 74-410,198. MARKLEY, SUZY, DBA CHICKEN LITTLE 
INDUSTRIES, STANLEY, ID. FILED 7-8-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INDUSTRIES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CLOTH HARNESS USED FOR SECURING CHIL- 
DREN IN CHAIRS (U.S. CL. 40). 

FIRST USE 10-15-1985; IN COMMERCE 10-15-1985. 
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SN 74-410,200. MARKLEY, SUZY, DBA CHICKEN LITTLE SN _ 74-274,982. ANSON’S HERRENHAUS KG, D-4000 
INDUSTRIES, STANLEY, ID. FILED 7-8-1993. DUESSELDORF 1, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 
5-13-1992. 


CARE CHAIR 
ANSON’S 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CHAIR”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR CLOTH HARNESS USED FOR SECURING CHIL- FOR GAMES, PLAYTHINGS, GYMNASTIC AND 
DREN IN CHAIRS (U.S. CL. 40). SPORTING ARTICLES; NAMELY, BOARD GAMES, 
FIRST USE 10-15-1985; IN COMMERCE 10-15-1985. CARD GAMES, DICE GAMES, COMPUTER GAME PRO- 
GRAMS, AND EQUIPMENT FOR VARIOUS SPORTS AND 
GAMES; NAMELY, GOLF BAG COVERS, GOLF BAG 
TAGS, GOLF BAGS, GOLF BALL MARKERS, GOLF 
BALL RETRIEVERS, GOLF BALLS, GOLF CLUB 
HEADS, GOLF CLUB INSERTS, GOLF CLUBS, GOLF 
CLASS 27—FLOOR COVERINGS TEES, TENNIS RACKETS, TENNIS NETS, TENNIS 
BALLS, TENNIS RACKET STRINGS, TENNIS RACKET 
SN 7414098 TRELLEBORG INDUSTRI Ap, $-231 81 GRIPS, FOOTBALLS: TOOTRALL SU OEE Cake 
TRELLEBORG, SWEDEN, FILED 12-29-1992. ; 
, . TEES, BASKETBALLS, BASKETBALL BACKBOARDS, 
BASKETBALL GOALS, BASKETBALL NETS, CRICKET 
BALLS, CRICKET BATS, HANDBALLS, HANDBALL 
CHECEER GLOVES, GYMNASTIC HORIZONTAL BARS, GYMNAS- 
TIC PARALLEL BARS, GYMNASTIC TRAINING 
STOOLS, GYMNASTIC VAULTING HORSES, POLO MAL- 
LETS, WATER SKIS, WATER SKI ROPES, WATER SKI 
FOR FLOORING; NAMELY, RUBBER FLOORING (U.S. ROPE BRIDGES, SNOW SKIS, SNOW SKI POLES, SNOW 
CL. 20). SKI BRAKES, SNOW SKI BINDINGS AND PARTS 
THEREFOR, SNOW SKI WAX, AND SOCCER BALLS (U.S. 
CLS. 2, 22 AND 28). 


SN 74-406,611. MONSANTO COMPANY, ST. LOUIS, MO. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


SN 74-301,854. GOEBEL ART GMBH, DBA GOEBEL, INC., 
PENNINGTON, NJ. FILED 8-4-1992. 


WEAR-DATED 2 BETTE BALL 


CARPET THE MARK “BETTE BALL” IS THE NAME OF A 


LIVING INDIVIDUAL WHOSE CONSENT IS SUBMIT- 
TED HEREWITH. 
FOR COLLECTABLE PORCELAIN DOLLS (USS. CL. 22). 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 777,061, 1,564,723 AND te: a —_ 


OTHERS. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CARPET”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR CARPETS (U.S. CL. 42). 
FIRST USE 1-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-15-1993. 


SN 74-328,507. GREAT AMERICAN FUN CORP., COLUM- 
BUS, OH. FILED 11-5-1992. 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


GREAT AMERICAN FUN 


SN 74-263,881. KAUFMAN & FISHER ASSOCIATES, INC., 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 4-8-1992. 


FOR TOYS AND GAMES; NAMELY, BATHTUB TOYS, 
BATTERY-POWERED TOY ANIMALS, BOARD GAMES, 
TULIP DOLLS PLUSH TOYS, SOUND-MAKING TOY ANIMALS, 
SOUND-MAKING TOY GUNS, SOUND-MAKING TOY 
ROBOTS, SQUEEZABLE SQUEAKING TOYS, STUFFED 
TOYS, TOY VEHICLES (U.S. CL. 22). 
FOR DOLLS AND PLUSH TOYS (U.S. CL. 22). FIRST USE 10-15-1982; IN COMMERCE 10-15-1982. 
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SN 74-335,496. ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF SAN DIEGO, 
INC., SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED 11-30-1992. 


SAN DIEGO ZOO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SAN DIEGO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR TOYS AND GAMES; NAMELY, ACTION OR PLAY 
FIGURINES, PLASTIC ANIMAL REPLICA FIGURINES, 
WATER SQUIRTING TOYS, MECHANICAL ACTION 
AND MOBILE TOYS, BABY RATTLES, KITES, JIGSAW 
PUZZLES, BOARD GAMES, PARTY FAVORS IN THE 
NATURE OF SMALL TOYS, COSTUME MASKS, AND 
PLUSH ANIMALS; DOLLS; HOLIDAY ITEMS; NAMELY, 
CHRISTMAS TREE ORNAMENTS AND DECORATIONS, 
TREE SKIRTS, ARTIFICIAL WREATHS; AND PROTEC- 
TIVE HEAD COVERS FOR GOLF CLUBS (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1988. 


SN 74-335,720. ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF SAN DIEGO, 
INC., SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED 11-30-1992. 


ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY OF 
SAN DIEGO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SAN DIEGO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR TOYS AND GAMES; NAMELY, ACTION OR PLAY 
FIGURINES, PLASTIC ANIMAL REPLICA FIGURINES, 
WATER SQUIRTING TOYS, MECHANICAL ACTION 
AND MOBILE TOYS, BABY RATTLES, KITES, JIGSAW 
PUZZLES, BOARD GAMES, PARTY FAVORS IN THE 
NATURE OF SMALL TOYS, COSTUMES MASKS, AND 
PLUSH TOY ANIMALS, DOLLS; HOLIDAY ITEMS; 
NAMELY, CHRISTMAS TREE ORNAMENTS AND DECO- 
RATIONS, TREE SKIRTS, AND ARTIFICIAL WREATHS; 
PROTECTIVE HEAD COVERS FOR GOLF CLUBS (U.S. 
CLS. 22 AND 50). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1988; INCOMMERCE 8-0-1988. 


SN 74-337,926. TOYMAX INC., WESTBURY, NY. FILED 
12-7-1992. 


PETRIFYING 
PREHISTORICS 


FOR TOY FIGURE MOLDS (HUMAN AND NON- 
HUMAN) AND ACCESSORIES THEREFOR; MOLDED 
TOY FIGURES AND ACCESSORIES THEREFOR; TOY 
MOLD FIGURE KITS CONSISTING OF TOY FIGURE 
MOLDS, MOLDED TOY FIGURES AND ACCESSORIES 
THEREFOR, WITH PLASTIC CASTING MATERIALS 
AND TOY OVENS SOLD AS A UNIT WITH THE KITS 
(U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 11-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-30-1992. 
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SN 74-340,235. ELAUT NAAMLOZE VENNOOTSCHAP, 
9100 SINT NIKLAAS, BELGIUM, FILED 12-15-1992. 


—= G00n Louth 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON BENELUX 
APPLICATION NO. 784248, FILED 8-10-1992, REG. NO. 
517963, DATED 8-10-1992, EXPIRES 8-10-2002. 

THE LINING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A FEA- 
TURE OF THE MARK AND IS NOT INTENDED TO INDI- 
CATE COLOR. 

FOR ARCADE GAMES; NAMELY, AUTOMATIC GAME 
MACHINES WITH GRAB CRANES (US. CL. 22). 


SN 74-341,609. NEST ENTERTAINMENT, INC., IRVING, 
TX. FILED 12-21-1992. 


THE PRINCE AND THE 
SWAN ... LEGEND OF 
THE MAGIC LAKE 


FOR INTERACTIVE COMPUTER GAME _ CAR- 
TRIDGES, CASSETTES AND DISCS; BASKETBALLS, 
VOLLEY BALLS, PING PONG BALLS, FOOTBALLS, 
BASEBALLS, TENNIS BALLS, TETHER BALLS, AND 
BEACH BALLS; BALLOONS; SPONGE BATHTUB TOYS; 
EQUIPMENT SOLD AS A UNIT FOR PLAYING CARD 
GAMES; HOBBY CRAFT SETS; NAMELY, MOCCASIN 
SEWING KITS, LEATHERWORKING KITS, BEADING 
KITS, POTTERY KITS, KNOTTING KITS, PAINTING 
KITS, MODEL BUILDING KITS, DOLL-MAKING KITS; 
DOLLS; NON-MOTORIZED TOY SCOOTERS; PAPER 
DOLLS; TOY ACTION FIGURINES; HAND-HELD TOY 
SLIDE VIEWERS; BOARD GAMES; PAPER FACE 
MASKS; ELECTRIC AND NON-ELECTRIC CHILDREN’S 
MULTIPLE ACTIVITY TOY SETS; JACK-IN-THE-BOXES; 
WIND UP TOYS; KITES; CRIB MOBILES; MUSICAL 
TOYS; COSMETICS FOR PLAY; TEA SETS FOR PLAY; 
DOLL HOUSE FURNISHINGS; DOLL HOUSES; DOLL 
CLOTHING AND ACCESSORIES; INFLATABLE SWIM 
TOYS; JUMP ROPES; TOY MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS; IN- 
FANT’S RATTLES, INFANT ACTIVITY TOY SETS; TOYS; 
NAMELY, TOY CASSETTE PLAYERS, TOY PHONO- 
GRAPHS, AND TOY TYPEWRITERS; TOY BUILDING 
SETS; SPORTS EQUIPMENT SOLD AS A UNIT; NAMELY, 
ARCHERY GAME SETS, TETHERBALL GAME SETS, 
RING TOSS GAME SETS, HORSESHOE GAME SETS, 
AND WATER POLO GAME SETS; PLAY AND INFLATA- 
BLE SWIMMING POOLS; WATER BALLOONS; SURF- 
BOARDS; SANDBOX TOYS; NAMELY, PAILS, SHOVELS, 
STRAINERS, FUNNELS AND MOLDS; PLAYGROUND 
EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, PLAYHOUSES; PLUSH 
STUFFED CHARACTERS; PULL TOYS/PUSH TOYS; PUP- 
PETS AND MARIONETTES; JIGSAW PUZZLE SETS, MA- 
NIPULATIVE PUZZLE SETS AND THREE-DIMENSION- 
AL PUZZLES; SQUEAKING SOUND BOX TOYS; PLAY 
TENTS; ROLLER SKATES, ICE SKATES AND IN-LINE 
SKATES; SNOW SLEDS FOR RECREATIONAL USE; TOY 
PLASTIC ONE DIMENSIONAL SHAPES FOR CREATING 
PICTURES (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-351,128. PERFECTIONIST PRODUCTS, 
BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MI. FILED 1-22-1993. 


INC., 


PERFECTIONIST 


FOR SPORTING GOODS; NAMELY, FISHING LINE 
WAXES, FLOATATION AND LINE DRESSINGS USED 
TO PREPARE LINES AND TIE FLIES (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 12-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-15-1992. 


SN 74-355,644. GUCCI AMERICA, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 2-4-1993. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF TWO FACING “GG’"S CON- 
TAINED IN A CIRCLE. 

FOR EQUIPMENT SOLD AS A UNIT FOR PLAYING 
CHESS AND/OR BACKGAMMON, TENNIS RACKET 
CARRIERS, AND GOLF BAGS (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-362,930. INGE-GLAS GMBH & CO. KG, 8632 NEUS- 
TADT B. COBURG, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 
3-1-1993. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE CONFIGURATION OF 
THE RING AT THE TOP OF THE ORNAMENT BY 
MEANS OF WHICH IT IS SUSPENDED. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR CHRISTMAS TREE ORNAMENTS (U.S. CL. 50). 

FIRST USE 12-20-1985; INCOMMERCE 12-20-1985. 


SN 74-368,103. TONKA CORPORATION, PAWTUCKET, RI. 
FILED 3-15-1993. 


WATERWORKS 


FOR EQUIPMENT SOLD AS A UNIT FOR PLAYING A 
PARLOR TYPE GAME (US. CL. 22). 


SN 74-369,172. MINOR, WILLIAM B, GREENWOOD, IN. 
FILED 3-19-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GAME CALLS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDS “LEGEND 
GAME CALLS” WITH THE DESIGN OF A FAN OF 
TURKEY FEATHERS. 

FOR HUNTING GAME CALLS (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 4-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1992. 
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SN 74-377,524. SIMPLER, RONALD IRVING, NICEVILLE, SN 74-391,811. LINCOLN MINT, INC., THE, LOS ANGE- 
FL. FILED 4-12-1993. LES, CA. FILED 5-18-1993. 


LURE LOCK 





NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LURE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR FISHING LURE HOLDER; NAMELY, ANODIZED 
ALUMINUM BARS WITH SNAG PROOF CARPET ON 
BARS, WHICH THE BARS ARE TO BE ATTACHED TO 
BOAT WITH DOUBLE SIDED TAPE ALREADY AP- 
PLIED TO BASS (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 10-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1990. 


THE LINING IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES ONLY AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR BOARD AND ELECTRONIC GAMES, MANIPULA- 

TIVE AND JIGSAW PUZZLES, CHILDREN’S MULTIPLE 

ACTIVITY TOYS, EDUCATIONAL TOYS IN THE 

NATURE OF INTERACTIVE GAMES AND VIDEO 

SN 74-386,087. LITTLE CAESAR ENTERPRISES, INC.,DE- GAME CASSETTES FEATURING MATHEMATICS, SCI- 
TROIT, MI. FILED 5-4-1993. ENCE, READING AND SPELLING, ACTION FIGURES 
AND, PLUSH TOYS (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 23). 











SN 74-392,041. MCDONALD’S CORPORATION, OAK 
BROOK, IL. FILED 5-19-1993. 


EARTH DAYS 


LITTLE CAESARS 









FOR CHILDREN’S MULTIPLE ACTIVITY TOYS (U.S. FOR HOUSE MARK FOR A FULL LINE OF TOYS (USS. 
CL. 22). 


FIRST USE 9-21-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-21-1992. thee 





SN 74-397,331. TRENDMASTERS, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO. 
FILED 6-3-1993. 


COMBAT ZOOKA 







SN 74-386,527. VESTER, FREDERIC, D-8000 MUNICH 2, Vv) 
FED REP GERMANY. FILED 4-30_1993. NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “COMBAT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR TOY GUNS AND MISSLE CLIPS (U.S. CL. 22). 







ECOPOLICY SN 74-397,333. TRENDMASTERS, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO. 


FILED 6-3-1993. 


ZOOKA FORCE TROLLS 
FOR COMPUTER GAME FOR USE WITH PERSONAL 


COMPUTERS, PROVIDED ON MAGNETIC MEDIA; NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
NAMELY, CARTRIDGES, CASSETTES AND DISKETTES USE “TROLLS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
(U.S. CL. 22). FOR TOY TROLL FIGURES (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-398,439. NAMCO, LTD., TOKYO 146, JAPAN, FILED 
6-2-1993. 


AIR COMBAT 


FOR COIN-OPERATED AMUSEMENT GAME MaA- 
CHINES, VIDEO GAME CARTRIDGES, VIDEO OUTPUT 
GAME MACHINES AND HAND-HELD UNITS FOR 
PLAYING AN ELECTRONIC GAME (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 
38). 


SN 74-399,370. MINDSCAPE INC., NOVATO, CA. FILED 
6-4-1993. 


OUT TO LUNCH 


FOR VIDEO GAMES RECORDED ON MAGNETIC 
MEDIA; NAMELY, VIDEO CARTRIDGES, COMPUTER 
DISKETTES, CD-ROMS, AND COMPACT DISCS (U.S. 
CLS. 22 AND 38). 


SN 74-400,028. MCDONALD’S CORPORATION, OAK 
BROOK, IL. FILED 6-10-1993. 


MCDONALD’S TREASURE 
LAND 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. 
OTHERS. 
FOR COMPUTER GAME SOFTWARE (U.S. CL. 22). 


NOS. 1,287,332, 1,723,399 AND 


SN 74-401,907. PHYDEAUX ENTERPRISES, INC., HARPER 
WOODS, MI. FILED 6-15-1993. 


CAT ATTACK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CAT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR TOYS FOR ANIMALS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-401,909. PHYDEAUX ENTERPRISES, INC., HARPER 
WOODS, MI. FILED 6-15-1993. 


PUPPY POUNCE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PUPPY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR TOYS FOR ANIMALS (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-403,130. DOWDELL, DEWAYNE, AUBURN, AL. 
FILED 6-21-1993. 


One Card Stud 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ONE CARD STUD”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLOR RED. 

FOR EQUIPMENT SOLD AS A UNIT FOR PLAYING 
CARD GAMES (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-403,560. LAY, KENNETH, EDGARTOWN, MA. 
FILED 6-21-1993. 


FOOTULE 


FOR EXERCISE APPARATUS; NAMELY, A HOLDER 
FOR THE FOOT AND/OR ANKLE FOR PASSIVE EXER- 
CISE USE (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-403,722. JACKSON, FRED JAMES, SACRAMENTO, 
CA. FILED 6-21-1993. 


SMARTIPANCE 


FOR AFRICAN AMERICAN HISTORY BOARD GAME 
(U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 2-3-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-3-1993. 


SN 74-404,519. MARIN SPORTS, INC., DBA MDM GOLF 
WORLDWIDE, COLUMBUS, OH. FILED 6-21-1993. 


ACCUGRIP 


FOR GOLF GLOVES (US. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 3-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 
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SN 74-404,574. CUMBERLAND PACKING CORP., BROOK- 
LYN, NY. FILED 6-18-1993. 


SWEET’N LOW 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 896,101, 
OTHERS. 


FOR TOY BANKS IN THE FORM OF MODEL CARS 
AND TRUCKS (US. CL. 22). 


FIRST USE 1-19-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-19-1991. 


896,102 AND 


SN 74-404,853. SAWYER INDUSTRIES, INC., SAN ANTO- 
NIO, TX. FILED 6-21-1993. 


BUDDY WALKERS 


FOR CHILDREN’S RECREATIONAL WALKING PLAT- 
FORMS IN THE NATURE OF LONG BOARDS FOR 
PLACING USERS’ FEET AND CONTROLLED BY HAND 
HELD CORDS, AND MANUALLY OPERATED EXER- 
CISE EQUIPMENT OF THE SAME NATURE (USS. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 5-15-1990; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1990. 


SN 74-405,010. DETROIT GOLF & SPORTS, INC., ALLEN 
PARK, MI. FILED 6-24-1993. 


IT’S THE PUTTING EDGE 
OF GOLF TECHNOLOGY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GOLF TECHNOLOGY”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 


FOR ELECTRONIC GOLF CLUBS (USS. CL. 22). 


SN 74-406,061. POLAN, ALVIN F., OWINGS MILLS, MD. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


FOR BOARD GAMES (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 6-23-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-23-1993. 
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SN 74-407,228. HOFFMAN, NED, BERKELEY, CA. FILED 
6-25-1993. 


FOGBUSTER 


FOR SWIM MASKS, SKIN DIVING MASKS, SCUBA 
MASKS, SKI MASKS AND SWIM GOGGLES AND AC- 
CESSORIES THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-407,305. NBA PROPERTIES, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 6-29-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,505,559, 1,768,251 AND 
OTHERS. 

FOR TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS; NAMELY, BAS- 
KETBALLS, GOLF BALLS, PLAYGROUND BALLS, 
SPORTS BALLS, RUBBER ACTION BALLS AND FOAM 
BALLS, BASKETBALL NETS, BASKETBALL BACK- 
BOARDS, BASKETBALL PUMPS, GOLF CLUBS, GOLF 
BAGS, COMPUTERIZED BASKETBALL TABLE GAMES, 
VIDEO GAME CARTRIDGES, VIDEO GAME MaA- 
CHINES, BASKETBALL TABLE TOP GAMES, BASKET- 
BALL BOARD GAMES, ELECTRONIC VIDEO ARCADE 
GAMES, BASKETBALL KIT COMPRISING A BASKET- 
BALL NET, WHISTLE, BASKETBALL PUMP AND 
NEEDLE THEREFOR, DOLLS, STUFFED TOYS, JIGSAW 
PUZZLES AND CHRISTMAS TREE ORNAMENTS (U.S. 
CL. 22). 


SN 74-407,850. TIGER ELECTRONICS, 
HILLS, IL. FILED 7-1-1993. 


INC., VERNON 


BUBBLE BOPPER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BUBBLE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BUBBLE PRODUCING TOY AND BUBBLE 
MAKING SOLUTION (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-407,861. QUALITY EDUCATIONAL DEVELOP- 
MENT, INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-1-1993. 


THE GLOBAL DIVERSITY 
GAME 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,741,486. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GAME”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR INSTRUCTIONAL BOARD GAME (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1993. 


SN 74-409,315. D&B LEIS, WYNCOTE, PA. FILED 7-1-1993. 


DOLL FACE 


FOR DOLLS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-409,744. SQUARE CO., LTD., TOKYO, JAPAN, 
FILED 7-1-1993. 


SECRET OF MANA 


FOR VIDEO GAME PROGRAMS AND INSTRUCTION- 
AL MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT; GAMES, PLAY- 
THINGS, GYMNASTIC AND SPORTING ARTICLES; 
NAMELY, BEAN BAG GAMES; BOARD GAMES; CARD 
GAMES; CABINETS AND CASES FOR STORAGE OF 
ELECTRONIC GAMES AND ELECTRONIC GAME 
EQUIPMENT; CHRISTMAS TREE ORNAMENTS; CHRIST- 
MAS TREE SKIRTS; DART GUNS; DOLLS; RADIO-CON- 
TROLLED VEHICLES; HAND-HELD UNITS FOR PLAY- 
ING ELECTRONIC GAMES; ELECTRONIC GAME 
EQUIPMENT FOR PLAYING VIDEO GAMES; ELEC- 
TRONIC GAME EQUIPMENT WITH WATCH/CLOCK 
FUNCTION; INFLATABLE PUNCHING TOYS WITH 
WEIGHTED BASES; NONELECTRONIC BOARD GAMES; 
NONELECTRONIC HAND-HELD GAMES; VIDEO GAME 
JOYSTICKS; PLUSH DOLLS; RING-TOSS GAMES; 
FLYING DISKS; STUFFED ANIMALS; ACTION-TYPE 
TARGET GAMES; TOSS AND CATCH GAMES; TOY 
BALLOONS; TOY BANKS; TOY BINOCULARS; TOY 
BOWLING SETS CONSISTING OF BALLS, PINS, ALLEYS 
AND SCOREBOARDS; TOY GUNS; TOY WIND SOCKS; 
TOY FIGURES; AND YO-YO’S (U.S. CLS. 2, 22, 38 AND 50). 


SN 74-409,847. DAWSON, DENNIS, MOORPARK, CA. 
FILED 6-30-1993. 


SWING THING 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SWING”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR GOLF SWING TRAINING AID (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-410,640. LISCO, INC., TAMPA, FL. FILED 7-9-1993. 


RACKET MATCH 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RACKET”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR TENNIS RACKETS AND RACKETBALL RACK- 
ETS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-411,267. HEDSTROM CORPORATION, BEDFORD, 
PA. FILED 7-12-1993. 


GATOR GLIDER 


FOR CHILDREN PLAY GYMS AND GYM SETS (U.S. 
CL. 22). 


SN 74-411,349. PERFECT SWING TRAINER, INC., ORLAN- 
DO, FL. FILED 7-12-1993. 


FLORIDA CLASSIC 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FLORIDA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR GOLF CLUBS (US. CL. 22). 


SN 74-411,350. PERFECT SWING TRAINER, INC., ORLAN- 
DO, FL. FILED 7-12-1993. 


DESIGNATED DRIVER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DRIVER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR GOLF CLUBS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-411,359. SCHULTZ, ROBERT G., PALATINE, IL. 
FILED 7-12-1993. 


THE WAY TO GO 


FOR GOLF BALLS (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-411,592. VANGUARD MILITARY EQUIPMENT 
CORP., SUNNYSIDE, NY. FILED 7-12-1993. 


BILLY BEAR 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BEAR”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR TOYS; NAMELY, STUFFED ANIMALS (US. CL. 
22). 


SN 74-411,621. IN-LINE SPORT SYSTEMS, INC., MINNE- 
APOLIS, MN. FILED 7-12-1993. 


BORDER & PATROL 


FOR PORTABLE DASHER BOARD SYSTEM; NAMELY, 
PORTABLE BOARDS FOR DEFINING THE BOUND- 
ARIES OF AN ATHLETIC FIELD (USS. CL. 22). 


SN 74-411,694. COASTAL AMUSEMENT DISTRIBUTORS, 
INC., LAKEWOOD, NJ. FILED 7-7-1993. 


MEMORY MATCH 


FOR VIDEO OUTPUT GAME MACHINE (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 5-24-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-24-1993. 


SN 74-411,732. SOFT PLAY, 
LOTTE, NC. FILED 7-9-1993. 


INCORPORATED, CHAR- 


PLAYMAZE 


FOR PLAYGROUND, GYMNASTIC AND RECRE- 
ATIONAL EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, CLIMBING UNITS 
CONTAINING THE FOLLOWING ELEMENTS AS PART 
OF THE UNIT; SLIDES, PUNCHING BAGS, CLIMBING 
NETS, CLIMBING AND CRAWLING TUBES, BALL PITS 
IN THE NATURE OF A HOLLOW AREA FILLED WITH 
SMALL PLASTIC BALLS, DOMES IN THE NATURE OF 
PROTRUDING TRANSPARENT HEMISPHERICAL EN- 
CLOSURES, STEPS ACCESSING THE UNIT, INFLATA- 
BLE MATTRESSES FOR RECREATIONAL USE AND 
PLASTIC BALLS (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-412,189. EMHART INC., NEWARK, DE. FILED 
7-12-1993. 


Fauz T=mAza 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 239,511 AND 258,244. 
FOR GOLF CLUB SHAFTS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-412,991. 
7-12-1993. 


EMHART INC., NEWARK, DE. FILED 


DYNALITE GOLD 


FOR GOLF CLUB SHAFTS (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 11-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1992. 


SN 74-413,018. ENLIGHTENED ENTERTAINMENT PART- 
NERS, L.P., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-16-1993. 


SPLATTERBATTLE 


FOR STUFFED TOYS AND DOLLS, ACTION FIGURES 
WITH TOY WEAPONS AND VEHICLES, ACTION SKILL 
GAMES, BOARD GAMES, VIDEO AND COMPUTER 
GAME CARTRIDGES AND HAND-HELD UNIT FOR 
PLAYING ELECTRONIC GAMES (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 38). 


SN 74-413,209. SHARED SYNERGY, 
CANYON, CA. FILED 7-16-1993. 


INC., DOVE 


FINGER-SPORTS 


FOR BOARD GAMES (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-413,216. SOUTH BEND SPORTING GOODS, INC., 
NORTHBROOK, IL. FILED 7-16-1993. 


DANNY DINOSAUR 


FOR FISHING RODS, REELS, TACKLE BOX AND 
LURES (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 22). 
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SN 74-413,487. HYDROBICS PRODUCTS, MILFORD, MA. 
FILED 7-14-1993. 


HYDRO-REFLECTIVE 
SOLUTION 


FOR MANUALLY OPERATED HAND HELD EXER- 
CISE DEVICES (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-413,490. HYDROBICS PRODUCTS, MILFORD, MA. 
FILED 7-14-1993. 


CATCH THE WAVE 


FOR MANUALLY OPERATED HAND HELD EXER- 
CISE DEVICES (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-413,509. SHARED SYNERGY, 
CANYON, CA. FILED 7-16-1993. 


FINGER-FLICK 


FOR BOARD GAMES (US. CL. 22). 


INC., DOVE 


SN 74-413,941. BEEDLE, EDWIN WILLIAM, MILLBRAE, 
CA. AND BEEDLE, MARY STEINER, MILLBRAE, CA. 
FILED 7-19-1993. 


SPLASH 


FOR CARD GAME (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-414,244. INTEX RECREATION CORP., 
BEACH, CA. FILED 7-19-1993. 


PUFF ’N PLAY 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,059,975. 

FOR CHILDREN’S INFLATABLE SWIMMING AIDS 
AND WATER TOYS; NAMELY, INFLATABLE ANIMAL 
AND MINIATURE BOAT FIGURES (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1991. 


LONG 


SN 74-414,664. ONORATO, GREGORY, BROCKTON, MA. 
FILED 7-20-1993. 


STICKS & STONES 


FOR PARLOR GAME (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 11-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-7-1992. 
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SN 74-414,757. GAME WORKS, TORONTO, ONTARIO M4V 
1R4, CANADA, FILED 7-20-1993. 


FAMILYARITY 


FOR BOARD GAMES (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-415,158. SPURLOCK, NANCY SUE, NASHVILLE, 
TN. FILED 7-19-1993. 


JUST PLAIN SUE 


FOR DOLLS, DOLL PARTS AND DOLL CLOTHING 
(U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-415,548. THORNBURY, DAVID, PLAINSBORO, NJ. 
FILED 7-20-1993. 


THE MEANINGS OF LIFE 


FOR GAMES; NAMELY, PARLOR GAMES (US. CL. 22). 


SN 74-415,804. FOUNDERS CLUB GOLF COMPANY, THE, 
SAN MARCOS, CA. FILED 7-23-1993. 


JUDGE LITE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,742,393. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LITE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR GOLF CLUBS (USS. CL. 22). 


SN 74-415,945. L & S BAIT COMPANY OF FLORIDA, IN- 
CORPORATED, LARGO, FL. FILED 7-23-1993. 


SWINGIN’ SINGLE 


FOR FISHING LURES (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 7-7-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-7-1993. 


SN 74-416,688. HASBRO, INC., PAWTUCKET, RI. FILED 
7-26-1993. 


ONE THING LEADS TO 
ANOTHER 


FOR EQUIPMENT SOLD AS A UNIT FOR PLAYING A 
PARLOR TYPE GAME (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-417,552. TROXEL-WEST, SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED 
7-23-1993. 


PONYTAIL PORT 


FOR BICYCLE HELMETS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-418,210. K-2 CORPORATION, SEATTLE, WA. 
FILED 7-23-1993. 


ROCK ICE 


FOR SPORTING GOODS; NAMELY, IN-LINE SKATES 
(U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-418,907. WESTERN PUBLISHING COMPANY, INC., 
RACINE, WI. FILED 8-2-1993. 


DOWNFALL 


FOR UNIT FOR PLAYING A SERIES OF GAMES OF 
SKILL ESSENTIALLY REQUIRING MANIPULATION OF 
A MECHANICAL DEVICE BY TWO OR FOUR PARTICI- 
PATING PLAYERS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-419,298. CLIMAX CLOTHING INDUSTRIES, INC., 
SANTA FE SPRINGS, CA. FILED 8-2-1993. 


BARRACUDA 


FOR GOLF CLUBS AND GOLF BAGS (U.S. CL. 22). 


SN 74-419,396. TYCO INDUSTRIES, 
LAUREL, NJ. FILED 7-28-1993. 


INC., MOUNT 


JACK KNIFE 


FOR TOY VEHICLES; NAMELY, 
TROLLED TOY VEHICLES (U.S. CL. 22). 


RADIO-CON- 


SN 74-419,558. IMAGINATIONS UNLIMITED, INC., THON- 
OTOSASSA, FL. FILED 7-27-1993. 


MIGHTY GLOVE 


FOR BOARD GAME (U.S. CL. 22). 
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SN 74-421,324. MIDWAY MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
CHICAGO, IL. FILED 8-6-1993. 


RAMPAGE 


FOR VIDEO OUTPUT GAME MACHINES AND GAME 
EQUIPMENT CONTAINING MEMORY DEVICES; 
NAMELY, DISKS AND CARTRIDGES (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 
23). 


SN 74-425,164. SLM INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 
8-16-1993. 


DUMPIN’ DIGGER 


FOR TOY VEHICLES (U.S. CL. 22). 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


SN 73-721,820. AGROTIKI VIOMICHANIA GALAKTOS 
IPIROU DODONI A.E. (AGRICULTURAL DAIRY IN- 
DUSTRY OF EPIRUS DODONI S.A.), ELEOUSA IOAN- 
NINON, GREECE, FILED 4-11-1988. 


DODONI 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON GREECE 
APPLICATION NO. 97977, FILED 11-16-1987, REG. NO. 
97977, DATED 11-16-1987, EXPIRES 11-16-1997. 

FOR PASTEURIZED MILK, SOUR MILK, SHEEP FETA 
CHEESE, GRYUERE CHEESE (KEFALOGRAVIERA), KE- 
FALOTYRI CHEESE, SHEEP GRYUERE, PECORINO 
CHEESE, GOAT CHEESE, WHEYCHEESE, CREAM 
CHEESE, WHEY, COW YOGHURT, SHEEP YOGHURT, 
STRAINED YOGHURT (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-052,568. SMITHKLINE BEECHAM PLC, MIDDLE- 
SEX, TW8 9BD, ENGLAND, FILED 4-24-1990. 


SmithKline Beecham 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON UNITED 
KINGDOM APPLICATION NO. 1405717, FILED i1-1-1989, 
REG. NO. B81405717, DATED 11-1-1989, EXPIRES 
11-1-1996. 

FOR MALTED MILK IN POWDERED AND TABLET 
FORM (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-208,677. SMITHFIELD HAM & PRODUCTS CO., 
INC., THE, SMITHFIELD, VA. FILED 10-1-1991. 


SMITTY 
CHICKEN 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,411,539. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CHICKEN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PREPARED CHICKEN PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
SLICED CHICKEN, SHREDDED CHICKEN, CHICKEN 
BARBEQUE (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1990. 


SN 74-208,678. SMITHFIELD HAM & PRODUCTS CO., 
INC., THE, SMITHFIELD, VA. FILED 10-1-1991. 


SMITTY 
BEEF 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,411,539. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BEEF”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PREPARED BEEF PRODUCTS; NAMELY, SHRED- 
DED BEEF, BEEF BARBEQUE (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1990. 


SN 74-213,719. SCHWAN’S SALES ENTERPRISES, INC., 
MARSHALL, MN. FILED 10-21-1991. 


HEALTHFUL CREATIONS 


FOR POULTRY (US. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-215,502. C S & I, A GENERAL PARTNERSHIP, LOS 
ANGELES, CA. FILED 10-25-1991. 


Ae 


SAHM YOOK SOY MILK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SOY MILK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE NAME “SAHM YOOK” DOES NOT REPRESENT A 
PARTICULAR LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 

THE TRANSLITERATION OF THE FOREIGN CHAR- 
ACTERS IN THE MARK IS “SAHM YOOK DOO YOO” 
AND THE TRANSLATION OF “DOO YOO” IS “SOY 
MILK”. 

FOR SOY MILK (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 6-15-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1991. 


SN 74-342,764. GALARDI GROUP, 
BEACH, CA. FILED 12-23-1992. 


INC., NEWPORT 


SHAKER FRIES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FRIES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FRENCH FRIED POTATOES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 10-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1992. 


SN 74-342,932. BARREL SANDWICH COMPANY, 
CASSELTON, ND. FILED 12-24-1992. 


INC., 


THE ORIGINAL BARREL 


FOR SANDWICHES (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 8-14-1992; INCOMMERCE 8-14-1992. 


SN 74-344,434. BOSTON CHICKEN, INC., NAPERVILLE, 
IL. FILED 12-30-1992. 


BOSTON BASICS 


FOR PREPARED ENTREES CONSISTING PRIMARILY 
OF POULTRY WITH A VARIETY OF SIDE DISHES, FOR 
CONSUMPTION ON OR OFF THE PREMISES (U.S. CL. 
46). 

FIRST USE 12-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-14-1992. 
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SN 74-344,435. BOSTON CHICKEN, INC., NAPERVILLE, 
IL. FILED 12-30-1992. 


BOSTON FEASTS 


FOR PREPARED ENTREES CONSISTING PRIMARILY 
OF POULTRY WITH A VARIETY OF SIDE DISHES, FOR 
CONSUMPTION ON OR OFF THE PREMISES (U.S. CL. 
46). 

FIRST USE 12-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-14-1992. 


SN 74-344,436. BOSTON CHICKEN, INC., NAPERVILLE, 
IL. FILED 12-30-1992. 


BOSTON TRIO 


FOR PREPARED ENTREES CONSISTING PRIMARILY 
OF POULTRY WITH A VARIETY OF SIDE DISHES, FOR 
CONSUMPTION ON OR OFF THE PREMISES (U.S. CL. 
46). 

FIRST USE 12-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-14-1992. 


SN 74-366,447. STICHTING HET NEDERLANDS ZUIVEL- 
BUREAU, 2280 AA RISSWIJK, NETHERLANDS, FILED 
3-9-1993. 


DEFINITELY DUTCH 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DUTCH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR DUTCH CHEESES, INCLUDING EDAM, GOUDA 
AND MAASDAM (LEERDAMER) (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 12-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1992. 


SN 74-366,448. STICHTING HET NEDERLANDS ZUIVEL- 
BUREAU, 2280 AA RIJSWIJK, NETHERLANDS, FILED 
3-9-1993. 


DEFINITELY DUTCH! 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DUTCH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR DUTCH CHEESES, INCLUDING EDAM, GOUDA 
AND MAASDAM (LEERDAMER) (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 12-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1992. 
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SN 74-368,069. CANAMERA FOODS, OAKVILLE, ONTAR- 
10, CANADA, FILED 3-15-1993. 


Sea Wee 
aE” ° as 
| 


“CanAmera 
Foods 


—_ s 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FOODS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND IS 
NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR LARD, TALLOW AND VEGETABLE OILS FOR 
COOKING (US. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 9-9-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-9-1992. 


SN 74-369,716. PAPETTI'S HYGRADE EGG PRODUCTS, 
INC., ELIZABETH, NJ. FILED 3-17-1993. 


HEALTH LINE 


FOR EGG PRODUCT (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 6-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1990. 


SN 74-389,567. LIFE SERVICES SUPPLEMENTS, INC., 
NEPTUNE, NJ. FILED 5-12-1993. 


CLEARLITE 


FOR EDIBLE SALAD AND COOKING OILS (U.S. CL. 
46). 
FIRST USE 7-15-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-15-1991. 


SN 74-391,901. FLOWERS FAMILY BAKERIES, INC., WIL- 
MINGTON, DE. FILED 5-18-1993. 


CREMEY BUMPERS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,190,871. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CREMEY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FROZEN, BREADED AND BATTERED VEGETA- 
BLES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 4-19-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-19-1993. 
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SN 74-393,528. SINI FULVI 
FILED 5-24-1993. 


USA INC., ASTORIA, NY. 


FOR CHEESE (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1979; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1979. 


SN 74-393,530. SINI FULVI 
FILED 5-24-1993. 


USA INC., ASTORIA, NY. 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “I 
VOLA” MEANS “THE GOOD TABLE”. 

FOR CHEESE (US. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1979; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1979. 


BUONATA- 


SN 74-393,746. BROASTER COMPANY, THE, BELOIT, WI. 
FILED 5-24-1993. 


BROASTER FOODS 


OWNER OF 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FOODS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COOKED FOODS; NAMELY, COOKED POULTRY, 
MEATS, SEAFOOD AND VEGETABLES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1993. 


U.S. REG. NOS. 636,699, 1,690,034 AND 


SN 74-398,308. ORVAL KENT FOOD COMPANY, INC., 
WHEELING, IL. FILED 6-7-1993. 


CITRUS SENSATIONS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CITRUS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PREPARED FRUIT SALAD WHICH CONSISTS OF 
VARIOUS CITRUS FRUITS (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-399,847. ACME FOOD SALES, INC., SEATTLE, WA. 
FILED 6-8-1993. 


IMPERIAL CHOICE 


FOR CANNED FRUIT; NAMELY, MANDARIN OR- 
ANGES, GRAPEFRUIT AND PINEAPPLE; CANNED SEA- 
FOOD; NAMELY, CRABMEAT AND OYSTERS; FRUIT 
SPREADS; NAMELY, STRAWBERRY, ORANGE, APRI- 
COT, BLACKBERRY AND RASPBERRY; PROCESSED 
MEATS; NAMELY, CHOPPED, PRESSED, COOKED AND 
SMOKED PASTRAMI, SMOKED HAM, OVEN PREPARED 
TURKEY BREAST; AND CANNED VEGETABLES; 
NAMELY, MUSHROOMS, CORN, WATER CHESTNUTS 
AND BAMBOO SHOOTS (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 5-1-1968; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1968. 


SN 74-401,819. TEJON RANCH COMPANY, LEBEC, CA. 
FILED 6-11-1993. 


TEJON FARMING 
COMPANY 


OWNER OF USS. REG. 
1,683,157. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FARMING COMPANY”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “TEJON” IN THE 
MARK IS “BADGER”. 

FOR NUTS (SHELLED, ROASTED OR OTHERWISE 
PROCESSED) (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1986; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1986. 


NOS. 1,661,014, 1,671,340 AND 


SN 74-403,985. FISHERY PRODUCTS INTERNATIONAL 
LIMITED, ST. JOHN’S NEWFOUNDLAND AIC SLI, 
CANADA, FILED 6-21-1993. 


SOLE ELITES 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,422,097. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SOLE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FROZEN FISH (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-405,614. CONAGRA, INC., OMAHA, NE. FILED 
6-25-1993. 


OCEAN’S GREATEST 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT 
USE “GREATEST”, APART FROM THE MARK A 
SHOWN. 

FOR FROZEN FISH AND SEAFOOD (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-407,147. GRAPPOLINI G. S.R.L., 1I-52024 LORO 
CIUFFENNA, AREZZO, ITALY, FILED 6-29-1993. 


GRAPPOLINI 


FOR OLIVE OIL FOR FOOD (USS. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 7-13-1987; IN COMMERCE 7-30-1992. 


SN 74-407,930. LOS ANGELES SMOKING & CURING CO., 
LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 7-1-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 315,277, 
OTHERS. 

THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS 
ORANGE, BLUE AND GREEN AND COLOR IS 
CLAIMED AS A FEATURE OF THE MARK. 

FOR FROZEN BONED COD (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 8-18-1970; IN COMMERCE 8-18-1970. 


1,071,554 AND 


SN 74-409,561. JEROME FOODS, wil. 


FILED 7-6-1993. 


INC., BARRON, 


FOR PROCESSED AND PRECOOKED TURKEY (US. 


CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 10-5-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-5-1992. 
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SN 74-409,682. BAR-W MEAT COMPANY, FORT WORTH, 
TX. FILED 7-7-1993. 


CHEF’S GOURMET 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GOURMET”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR BEEF PRODUCTS; NAMELY, MARINATED BEEF, 
BEEF STEAKS, BEEF FOR STEW, BEEF PATTIES, 
GROUND BEEF; PORK PRODUCTS; NAMELY, PORK 
CHOPS, MARINATED PORK; AND POULTRY PROD- 
UCTS; NAMELY, MARINATED POULTRY (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-410,044. BOSTON CHICKEN, INC., NAPERVILLE, 
IL. FILED 7-2-1993. 


BOSTON MARKET 


FOR PREPARED MEALS CONSISTING PRINCIPALLY 
OF MEAT, FISH, POULTRY OR VEGETABLES (U‘S. CL. 
46). 


SN 74-410,073. J & R FOOD PRODUCTS, INC., FORT LAU- 
DERDALE, FL. FILED 7-8-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PICKLES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PICKLES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 2-8-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-8-1993. 


SN 74-410,289. DANNON COMPANY, INC., THE, WHITE 
PLAINS, NY. FILED 7-6-1993. 


DANIMALS 


OWNER OF US. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 
FOR YOGURT (U.S. CL. 46). 


1,091,527, 1,460,243 AND 
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SN 74-410,292. DANNON COMPANY, INC., THE, WHITE 
PLAINS, NY. FILED 7-6-1993. 


DANOSOURS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 
FOR YOGURT (U.S. CL. 46). 


1,091,527, 1,460,243 AND 


SN 74-410,532. SEA-RICH SEAFOODS, 
FORD, MA. FILED 7-9-1993. 


INC., NEW BED- 


OCEAN®SEM 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BRAND”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FRESH SCALLOPS AND FROZEN SCALLOPS 
(U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1985. 


SN 74-410,535. SEA-RICH SEAFOODS, INC., NEW BED- 


FORD, MA. FILED 7-9-1993. 


ATLANTIC PEARL 


FOR FRESH SCALLOPS AND FROZEN SCALLOPS 


(U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 3-0-1985; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1985. 


SN 74-410,643. J.R. SIMPLOT COMPANY, BOISE, ID. 


FILED 7-6-1993. 


MEGACRISP 


FOR FROZEN VEGETABLES (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 10-7-1992; INCOMMERCE 10-7-1992 


SN 74-410,666. FROM THE RAIN FOREST, 
YORK, NY. FILED 7-6-1993. 


JUNGLE JEMS 


FOR PROCESSED FRUITS AND NUTS (U.S. CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 8-14-1992; INCOMMERCE 8-14-1992. 
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SN 74-411,404. ROSE ACRE FARMS, INC., SEYMOUR, IN. 


FILED 7-12-1993. 


NO CRAX 


FOR EGGS (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-413,478. FLOWERS FAMILY BAKERIES, INC., WIL- 


MINGTON, DE. FILED 7-14-1993. 


STARR-SPRINGS 


FOR FROZEN, BREADED AND BATTERED VEGETA- 
BLES (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1981; INCOMMERCE 0-0-1981. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


SN 74-178,006. TOUCAN CHOCOLATES, INC., WABAN, 
MA. ASSIGNEE OF GOLDMAN, MICHAEL EDWARD, 
WABAN, MA. FILED 6-20-1991. 


TOUCAN CHOCOLATES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
a “CHOCOLATES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 

HOWN. 

POR CANDY; NAMELY, CHOCOLATES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 9-16-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-17-1991. 


SN 74-182,321. HONEY BIRD FARM, INC., DBA COUNTRY 
SWEET FOOD PRODUCTS, ROCHESTER, NY. FILED 
7-5-1991. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO } 
USE “SWEET”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 7 

FOR SAUCES; NAMELY, CHICKEN AND RIB SAUCES } 
(U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 7-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1990. 
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SN _ 74-205,708. GRAIN PROCESSING CORPORATION, 
MUSCATINE, IA. FILED 9-19-1991. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 799,953, 831,708 AND 


1,394,791. 

FOR EDIBLE STARCH AND STARCH HYDROLY- 
ZATES, FOOD MIXES FOR THE PREPARATION OF 
FROZEN CONFECTIONS; AND FOOD ALCOHOL FOR 
USE IN VINEGAR, FLAVOR EXTRACTS AND NON- 
STICK FOOD SPRAYS (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 8-9-1968; IN COMMERCE 8-9-1968. 


SN 74-218,874. ETECCO - EMPRESA TECNICA DE ESTU- 
DOS CONSULTORIA E CONSTRUCOES LTDA., 195-A, 
MG, BRAZIL, FILED 


35,830 JABOTICATUBAS 


11-4-1991. 





| ANDRADE FAMILY | 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON BRAZIL 
APPLICATION NO. 816248630, FILED 6-14-1991, REG. NO. 


816248630, DATED 3-9-1993, EXPIRES 3-9-2003. 
FOR COFFEE (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-259,731. KULJU, JOHN S., DBA WHOLLY COW 
FOODS, CLOVERDALE, OR. AND KULJU, LOUISE A., 
DBA WHOLLY COW FOODS, CLOVERDALE, OR. 
FILED 3-27-1992. 


WHOLLY COW 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FROM THE HEART OF TILLAMOOK DAIRY 
COUNTRY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PROCESSED CEREALS; BAKERY PRODUCTS; 
NAMELY, MIXES FOR MAKING BAKERY GOODS (U.S. 


CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 8-10-1991; IN COMMERCE 11-20-1991. 


SN 74-287,044. STEINBERG, BARRIE, DBA BARI & GAIL, 
NEWTON, MA. FILED 6-22-1992. 


CASHEW TORTOISE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CASHEW”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


FOR CANDY (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 11-0-1987; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1987. 
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SN 74-300,510. GREAT RICH TRADING CO. INC., BROOK- 
LYN, NY. FILED 8-3-1992. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BRAND” OR ITS CHINESE EQUIVALENT PAI, 
APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR COLORS GREEN AND 
GOLD. 

THE TRANSLITERATION OF THE CHINESE CHARAC- 
TERS IS “KAM”, “LOOK”, AND “PAI”, RESPECTIVELY. 
THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE TRANSLITERA- 
TION IS “GOLDEN”, “DEER”, AND “BRAND” RESPEC- 
TIVELY 

FOR RICE, BISCUITS, SAUCES, SPICES (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-300,861. JIMENEZ, RONALDO GOMEZ, NAUCAL- 
PAN, EDO. DE MEXICO, MEXICO, FILED 8-3-1992. 


RICALETA 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON MEXICO 
APPLICATION NO. 48562, FILED 7-13-1992. 

FOR CANDY, CHOCOLATE, SHIP BISCUIT, HONEY, 
PIE, PASTRY ROLL (US. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-331,829. POKKA, INC., BURLINGAME, CA. FILED 
11-16-1992. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COFFEE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING IN THE MARK IS A PART OF THE 
MARK AND THE STIPPLING IS INTENDED FOR SHAD- 
ING PURPOSES; THE MARK IS NOT LINED FOR 
COLOR. 

FOR COFFEE (US. CL. 46). 


SN 74-336,020. NEWFIELD PARTNERS, LTD., MIAMI, FL. 
FILED 12-2-1992. 


JUMBO 


FOR RICE (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 4-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1992. 


SN 74-342,762. NEIMAN-MARCUS GROUP, 
CHESTNUT HILL, MA. FILED 12-23-1992. 


INC., THE, 


SWEET IMITATIONS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SWEET”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN 
FOR CANDY (U.S. CL. 46) 


SN 74-348,361. MARS, INCORPORATED, MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 1-14-1993. 


THE GREEN ONES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GREEN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR CANDY (US. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-348,995. BARRY S.A., 


78250 HARDRICOURT, 
FRANCE, FILED 1-15-1993. 


NOIR PASSION 


OWNER OF FRANCE REG. NO. 
6-21-1989, EXPIRES 6-21-1999. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE MARK IS 
“PASSION BLACK”. 

FOR CHOCOLATE AND COCOA PRODUCTS; 
NAMELY, CHOCOLATE, COCOA, COCOA POWDER 
AND CANDIES (U.S. CL. 46). 


1537450, DATED 


SN 74-355,646. COMMONWEALTH BRANDS, INC., BOWL- 
ING GREEN, KY. FILED 2-4-1993. 


DIXIE HOT SAUCE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HOT SAUCE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR HOT SAUCE (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-356,511. DECARLO, JOSEPH, AGOURA HILLS, CA. 
FILED 2-8-1993. 


oo” 


The Haalthian Alternative 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “NO PRESERVATIVES”, “JUST BAGELS” AND 
“THE HEALTHIER ALTERNATIVE”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BAGELS, BAGEL SANDWICHES, MUFFINS, AND 
COOKIES (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-359,774. PASTORELLI FOOD PRODUCTS, INC., 
CHICAGO, IL. FILED 2-17-1993. 


REGINA 


FOR STAPLE FOODS; NAMELY, SPAGHETTI, PIZZA, 
MARINARA AND JALAPENA SAUCES AND SALSA (U.S. 
CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 9-3-1931; INCOMMERCE 9-3-1931. 
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SN 74-361,452. FABRICA DE PASTAS ALIMENTICIAS LA 
MODERNA, S.A. DE C.V., EDO DE MEXICO, MEXICO, 
FILED 2-23-1993. 


LA MODERNA 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,605,821. 

THE TERM “LA MODERNA” TRANSLATES INTO 
ENGLISH AS “THE MODERN”. 

FOR MACARONI, PASTA, SPAGHETTI, COOKIES AND 
CRACKERS (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1923; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1986. 


SN 74-364,747. ENTERPRISE COFFEE AND SUPPLY COM- 
PANY, DBA COURTESY PRODUCTS, ST. LOUIS, MO. 
FILED 3-5-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,738,378. 
FOR COFFEE, SUGAR, AND NON-DAIRY CREAMER 
(U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-376,618. PRICE CANDY COMPANY, KANSAS CITY, 
MO. FILED 4-7-1993. 


PRICE’S CANDLELIGHT 
COLLECTION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COLLECTION”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CANDY (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-8-1993. 


SN 74-380,611. DOUWE EGBERTS VAN NELLE TABAKS- 
MAATSCHAPPI B.V., 3044 BC ROTTERDAM, NETH- 
ERLANDS, FILED 4-20-1993. 


VAN NELLE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,733,447. 

THE NAME “VAN NELLE” DOES NOT IDENTIFY A 
LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 

FOR COFFEE (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-381,503. SUNNY AVOCADO, LTD., DBA HOFERT SN _ 74-392,635. GUM TECH INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
TRADING CO., SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED 4-22-1993. OGDEN, UT. FILED 5-20-1993. 


CHROMA TRIM 
CH | PAMOLES NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “TRIM”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR CHEWING GUM (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 12-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1992. 


FOR TORTILLA CHIPS (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 9-30-1990; IN COMMERCE 9-30-1990. 


SN 74-392,988. PERFECTION BAKERIES, INC., FORT 
WAYNE, IN. FILED 5-21-1993. 


SN 74-382,126. HANG FUNG TAI GINSENG, INC., DBA TRAVELING CHEF 


HANG FUNG TAI GINSENG INC., MARATHON, WI. 
FILED 4-26-1993. 
FOR BREAD, HARD AND SOFT ROLLS, SWEET 


ROLLS, BUNS AND OTHER BAKERY GOODS (U.S. CL. 
46). 


3 p 
4 a, SN 74-393,984. RICKETTS, LAWRENCE JEFF, CHICAGO, 


ae ZZ. h IL. FILED 5-24-1993. 
vIN 


THE FOREIGN CHARACTERS OF THE MARK TRANS- ] U) 


LITERATE TO “HANG FUNG TAI” AND THIS MEANS 

“CONSTANT, ABUNDANT, PROSPEROUS”. \U | 4 
FOR GINSENG TEA (U.S. CL. 46). | wd 
FIRST USE 9-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1992. 


FOR FOODS; NAMELY, SALSAS (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 3-27-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-27-1993. 


SN 74-384,610. COFFEE WORKS, INC., THE, SACRAMEN- 
TO, CA. FILED 4-30-1993. 


SN 74-395,683. DORVAL TRADING CO., LTD., NANUET, 
NY. FILED 5-28-1993. 


YO! BLOW 


FOR CANDY; NAMELY, BUBBLE GUM FILLED LOL- 
LIPOP (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-395,685. DORVAL TRADING CO., LTD., NANUET, 
NY. FILED 5-28-1993. 


NO-BLOW 


FOR COFFEE (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 11-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1991. FOR CANDY; NAMELY, LOLLIPOP (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN  74-395,961. MCDONALD'S CORPORATION, OAK __ SN 74-403,072. TCBY ENTERPRISES, INC., LITTLE ROCK, 
BROOK, IL. FILED 5-28-1993. AR. FILED 6-15-1993. 


MONSTER MAC 
Png OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,095,350, 1,596,524 AND SUNRISE SENS ATIONS 


FOR SPECIALTY SANDWICHES FOR CONSUMPTION 
ON OR OFF THE PREMISES (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-396,382. TITAN MANAGEMENT CORP, BOCA fpRozENCONFECTIONSWS.CL 
RATON, FL. FILED 6-1-1993. eitnies 


HOLLYWOOD POP 


FOR POPPED POPCORN (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-398,147. R. L. ALBERT & SON, INC., GREENWICH, 
CT. FILED 6-3-1993. SN 74-404,552. KRAFT FOODSERVICE HOLDING CORPO- 


RATION, DEERFIELD, IL. FILED 6-17-1993. 
BUTTER DAINTY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “BUTTER”, APART From THE MARK AS SHOWN. AMERICA’S DRESSING 
ew EXPERTS 


SN 74-399,586. METZ BAKING COMPANY, SIOUX CITY, 
IA. FILED 6-9-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “AMERICA’S DRESSING”, APART FROM THE 
MORNING SUN SARE AG GEE 


FOR DRESSINGS FOR SALAD AND SALAD DRESS- 


FOR BAKERY PRODUCTS (U.S. CL. 46). a oe ee 


SN 74-400,023. NICHOLS, HOWARD GRANT, III, DBA BIG 
STEER ENTERPRISES, BEAUMONT, TX. FILED 
6-10-1993. 


NICK’S MIX 


SN 74-404,860. DAYTON HUDSON CORPORATION, DBA 


FOR SNACK MIX CONSISTING PRIMARILY OF TARGET, MINNEAPOLIS, MN. FILED 6-24-1993. 
CRACKERS, PRETZELS AND MIXED NUTS (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 12-18-1989; IN COMMERCE 12-18-1989. 


SN 74-402,587. KNIGHT MARKETING, INC., ANNAPOLIS, IT’S A WONDERFUL LIFE 


MD. FILED 6-17-1993. 


LITE YEARS AHEAD 


FOR POPPED POPCORN (U.S. CL. 46). 
FOR FROZEN DAIRY-BASED DESSERTS (U.S. CL. 46). FIRST USE 12-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1991. 
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SN 74-405,657. SOUTHERN NOODLE CO., INC., HOUS- 
TON, TX. FILED 6-25-1993. 


JANUARY 4, 1994 
CLASS 30—(Continued). 


SN 74-407,134. FUNTASTIK FOODS COMPANY, MORRIS- 
TOWN, NJ. FILED 6-29-1993. 


\ 


FUNSTARS 


Wit 


\ 
eS 
AEP rw“wy 


Ta c 


FOR GRAIN-BASED SNACK FOODS (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-407,142. FUNTASTIK FOODS COMPANY, MORRIS- 
TOWN, NJ. FILED 6-29-1993. 


FUNABLE 


FOR GRAIN-BASED SNACK FOODS (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-407,488. OY PANDA AB, 40801 VAAJAKOSKI, FIN- 
LAND, FILED 6-28-1993. 
THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 
FOR FORTUNE COOKIES, 


EGG ROLI SKINS, 
WONTON SKINS, CHOW MEIN NOODLES, FRESH NOO- 
DLES, CANTONESE NOODLES (U.S. CL. 46). 


THE REAL TASTE OF 
LICORICE 
FIRST USE 12-1-1976; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1976. 


FOR LICORICE (U.S. CL. 46). 
6-25-1993. 


SN 74-405,724. STANICO, INC., SHREWSBURY, NJ. FILED 


SN 74-407,591. LAWLER FOODS INC., HUMBLE, TX. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


SCUM SUCKERS 
FOR BUBBLE GUM (U.S. CL. 46). 


PIE-DACIOUS 


FOR PIES (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-406,820. OLD WINDMILL, INC., BROOKLYN, NY. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


SN 74-407,650. U.S. FARM, INC., HAYWARD, CA. FILED 
6-28-1993. 


BEST BITES 


FOR RICE CAKES (U.S. CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 4-21-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-21-1993. 


SN 74-407,663. ELMER CANDY CORPORATION, 
CHATOULA, LA. FILED 6-30-1993. 

FOR FOOD PRODUCTS; NAMELY, BREAD MAKING 

MIXES AND PASTA (U.S. CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 3-29-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-29-1993. 


ZANY HEARTS 


FOR CANDY (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-407,664. ELMER CANDY CORPORATION, PON- _ SN 74-408,388. FLEMING, CHARLES F., DBA CARLISLE 
CHATOULA, LA. FILED 6-30-1993. CEREAL CO., BISMARCK, ND. FILED 7-2-1993. 


FANTASY HEARTS 


FOR CANDY (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-407,777. SOVEX NATURAL FOODS, INC., COLLE- 
GEDALE, TN. FILED 6-30-1993. 


THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS GOLD 
AND BLUE. 
FOR BREAKFAST CEREAL (U.S. CL. 46). 


BETTER THAN MILK? FIRST USE 5-7-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-7-1993. 


FOR NON-DAIRY MILK SUBSTITUTE (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1987; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1987. 
SN 74-408,581. GOLDEN VALLEY MICROWAVE FOODS, 
INC., EDINA, MN. FILED 6-30-1993. 


SN 74-408,174. LIPTON INVESTMENTS, INC., WILMING- 
TON, DE. FILED 7-2-1993. 


Soothing Morrents OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,323,579, 1,760,753 AND 


OTHERS. 
FOR GRAIN-BASED SNACK CHIPS WITH FLAVORED 
TOPPINGS (U.S. CL. 46). 


FOR HERBAL TEA (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 5-7-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-7-1993. 


SN 74-409,476. INTERSTATE BRANDS COMPANY .- LI- 
CENSING CO., KANSAS CITY, MO. FILED 7-6-1993. 


SN 74-408,333. JEL SERT CO., THE, WEST CHICAGO, IL. BUTTERNUT COUNTRY 
eae WHEAT 


ENERG-ICE OWNER OF US. REG. NOS. 88,426, 1,735,773 AND 


OTHERS. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “WHEAT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR BREAD (U.S. CL. 46). 
FOR FROZEN ICE BARS (US. CL. 46). FIRST USE 10-22-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-22-1992. 
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SN 74-409,727. SHERMAN’S CONFECTIONS, INC., DBA 


HOW CAN IT BE SO SOUR CO., COVINA, CA. FILED 
7-2-1993. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE DESIGN OF A CON- 
TAINER IN THE SHAPE OF A NOSE. 


FOR CANDY FOR CONSUMPTION ON OR OFF THE 
PREMISES (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 4-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-28-1993. 


SN 74-410,291. BELIN S.A., 91130 RIS-ORANGIS, FRANCE, 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


MINIZZA 


FOR SAVORY BISCUITS AND CRACKERS (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-410,623. KENNEDY CANDY COMPANY, 
LONGVIEW, TX. FILED 7-9-1993. 


INC., 


SELECT GRILLE 


FOR BARBECUE SAUCE (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-411,413. DORVAL TRADING CO., LTD, NANUET, 
NY. FILED 7-12-1993. 


CLOWN-A-ROUNDS 


FOR CONFECTIONARY; NAMELY, 
FILLED CANDY (U.S. CL. 46). 


BUBBLE-GUM 
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SN 74-411,637. GENERAL MILLS, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, 
MN. FILED 7-9-1993. 


GOOD OLD GRAHAM 
MADE FUN 


FOR CEREAL-BASED SNACK FOOD (USS. CL. 46). 


SN 74-412,180. AZTECA FOODS, 
FILED 7-12-1993. 


BUENA VIDA 


INC., CHICAGO, IL. 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “BUENA VIDA” IS 
“GOOD LIFE”. 

FOR FOOD; NAMELY, TORTILLAS AND TORTILLA 
CHIPS (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-412,811. PHILADELPHIA CHEWING GUM CORPO- 
RATION, HAVERTOWN, PA. FILED 7-15-1993. 


FUN ZONE 


FOR BUBBLE GUM (US. CL. 46). 


SN 74-413,189. TOPCO ASSOCIATES, INC., SKOKIE, IL. 
FILED 7-9-1993. 


EXTRA EXTRA 


FOR CEREALS (BREAKFAST) (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-413,214. CONCORD CONFECTIONS INC., CON- 
CORD, ONTARIO, L4K 3NI, CANADA, FILED 
7-16-1993. 


THE WORKS 


FOR CONFECTIONERY; NAMELY, CHEWING GUM 
AND BUBBLE GUM (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-413,671. COFFEES OF HAWAII, INC., HONOLULU, 
HI. FILED 7-16-1993. 


MALULANI ESTATE 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD “MA- 7] 
LULANI” IN THE MARK IS “UNDER HEAVEN'S PRO- } 
TECTION”. 

FOR COFFEE (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-414,175. DREYER’S GRAND ICE CREAM, INC., SN 74-396,577. FLORIDA FOUNDATION SEED PRODUC- 
OAKLAND, CA. FILED 7-19-1993. ERS, INC., GREENWOOD, FL. FILED 6-1-1993. 


TEMPTING TREASURES SWEET CHARLIE 
STRAWBERRY 


FOR ICE CREAM AND FROZEN DAIRY CONFEC- 
TIONS (U.S. CL. 46). 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “STRAWBERRY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 
FOR LIVE STRAWBERRY PLANTS FOR PLANTING 
CLASS 31—NATURAL AGRICULTURAL (U.S. CL. 1). 
PRODUCTS FIRST USE 5-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-14-1992. 


SN 74-362,051. KAL KAN FOODS, INC., VERNON, CA. 
FILED 2-25-1993. 


Pare SUPREME 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PATE SUPREME”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR PET FOOD (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-403,323. SANDOZ AG (SANDOZ LTD., SANDOZ 
S.A.), BASLE, SWITZERLAND, FILED 6-16-1993. 


SANDOZ SEEDS 


SN 74-367,556. KAYTEE PRODUCTS, INC., CHILTON, WI. 


Pe See OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 740,770, 1,486,371 AND 


1,509,483. 
FIESTA NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SEEDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR FIELD SEEDS (U.S. CL. 1). 


FOR SMALL ANIMAL FOOD; NAMELY, PET FOOD 
INCLUDING SEEDS AND GRAIN FOR HAMSTERS, 
GERBILS, GUINEA PIGS, AND RABBITS (U.S. CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 1-11-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-11-1993. SN 74-405,783. PET PRODUCTS PLUS, INC. ST. 


CHARLES, MO. FILED 6-25-1993. 


SN 74-378,678. ERBO AGRO AG, 4922 BUETZBERG, SWIT- ULTIMATE NUTRITION 
ZERLAND, FILED 4-14-1993. FOR YOUR PET’S GOOD 


ERBOFAT HEALTH 


FOR PET FOOD (USS. CL. 46). 
OWNER OF SWITZERLAND REG. NO. 582.859, DATED FIRST USE 8-5-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-5-1993. 


2-14-1992, EXPIRES 2-14-2012. 
FOR ANIMAL FEED; NAMELY, HIGH-ENERGY CON- 
CENTRATE FOR FARM ANIMALS (US. CL. 46). 


SN 74-406,864. MERCHANTS DISTRIBUTORS, INC., HICK- 
ORY, NC. FILED 6-25-1993. 


SN 74-389,672. MONFORT, INC., DBA OLD WEST PET 
TREATS, GREELEY, CO. FILED 5-13-1993. 


LEE’S PRIDE 
BO-PEEPS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,408,820. 
FOR FRESH VEGETABLES AND FRESH FRUITS (U.S. 
FOR EDIBLE PET TREATS (U.S. CL. 46). CL. 46). 
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SN 74-408,477. ALCECO INC., ALBERT CITY, IA. FILED 
7-2-1993 


PROFIT BOOSTER 


FOR ANIMAL FEEDS (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 6-22-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-29-1992. 


SN 74-408,762. NABISCO, INC., PARSIPPANY, 
6-29-1993. 


NJ. FILED 


DOGGIE BAG TREATS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TREATS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR DOG BISCUITS (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-409,266. MONFORT, INC., DBA PETSATIONS PET 
PRODUCTS, GREELEY, CO. FILED 7-6-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PET PRODUCTS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR EDIBLE PET TREATS (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 6-8-1993; INCOMMERCE 6-8-1993. 


SN 74-409,972. MARTIN, MILO A., CLOVIS, CA. FILED 
7-7-1993 


MEGAOATS 


FOR HORSE FEED (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 5-6-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-6-1993. 
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SN 74-410,455. FRIDAY, PAUL JAN, COLOMA, MI. FILED 
7-9-1993. 


FLAMIN’ FURY 


FOR LIVE PEACH TREES AND FRESH PEACHES (U.S. 
CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 1-27-1992; INCOMMERCE 1-27-1992. 


SN 74-410,763. 
7-12-1993. 


AGWAY, INC., SYRACUSE, NY. FILED 


CUSTOMIN 


FOR DAIRY CATTLE FEED (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 4-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-28-1993. 


SN 74-411,380. SALES KING INTERNATIONAL, FRESNO, 
CA. FILED 7-12-1993. 


GALA KING 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GALA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR FRESH DECIDUOUS FRUITS (U.S. CL. 46). 


SN 74-412,678. DENGIE CROPS LIMITED, ESSEX CMO 
7JF, ENGLAND, FILED 7-15-1993. 


ALFA-A 


FOR DRIED ALFALFA AND ALFALFA BASED 
ANIMAL FEEDS (USS. CL. 1). 
FIRST USE 7-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1991. 


SN 74-419,699. PET PRODUCTS PLUS, 
CHARLES, MO. FILED 7-29-1993. 


IXCEL 


Ultimate Nutrition For Your Pet's Goad Health. 


INC., 


FOR DOG AND CAT FOOD COMPLETE DIET (U.S. CL. 
46). 
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SN 74-241,168. ALASKAN BREWING & BOTTLING CO., SN 74-294,137. GRIESEDIECK, RAYMOND A., ST. LOUIS, 
JUNEAU, AK. FILED 1-29-1992. MO. FILED 7-14-1992. 


ALASKAN 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,594,763, 1,608,438 AND 
1,647,000. 


SEC. 2(F). 
FOR BEER AND ALE (U.S. CL. 48). 
FIRST USE 12-30-1986; IN COMMERCE 1-3-1987 


SN 74-247,297. ALYSIA, INC., BROOMALL, PA. FILED 
2-14-1992 


COUNTRY PURE 


FOR BEER, ALE, MALT LIQUOR AND MALT BEER 
(U.S. CL. 48). 


FOR NONALCOHOLIC DRINKS (US. CL. 45). 


SN 74-258,565. SUNTORY WATER GROUP, INC., 
TA, GA. FILED 3-24-1992. 


BELMONr 
SPRI NGS NORDIC MIST 


SN 74-319,653. COCA-COLA COMPANY, THE, ATLANTA, 
GA. FILED 8-4-1992. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BELMONT SPRINGS”, APART FROM THE MARK 


AS SHOWN. FOR FRUIT FLAVORED SPARKLING WATER BEVER- 
FOR SPRING WATER (U.S. CL. 45). AGES (U.S. CL. 45). 


FIRST USE 1-23-1992; INCOMMERCE 1-23-1992. FIRST USE 9-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-30-1992. 
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SN 74-321,203. COCA-COLA COMPANY, THE, ATLANTA, 
GA. FILED 10-9-1992. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED VERSION OF 
AN APPLE WEARING SUNGLASSES, GLOVES AND 
TENNIS SHOES. 

FOR FRUIT DRINKS AND SYRUPS AND PREPARA- 
TIONS FOR MAKING FRUIT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 

FIRST USE 11-30-1990; INCOMMERCE 11-30-1990. 


SN 74-321,204. COCA-COLA COMPANY, THE, ATLANTA, 
GA. FILED 10-9-1992. 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED VERSION OF 
AN ORANGE WEARING SUNGLASSES WITH RAINBOW 
LENSES AND WEARING TENNIS SHOES. 

FOR FRUIT DRINKS AND SYRUPS AND PREPARA- 
TIONS FOR MAKING FRUIT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 

FIRST USE 11-30-1990; IN COMMERCE 11-30-1990. 
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SN 74-321,835. PEPSICO, INC., PURCHASE, NY. FILED 
10-13-1992. 





OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 957,017 AND OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CLEAR COLA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS BLUE 
AND RED, AND COLOR IS CLAIMED AS A FEATURE 
OF THE MARK. 

FOR SOFT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 

FIRST USE 4-13-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-13-1992. 


SN 74-321,837. PEPSICO, INC., PURCHASE, NY. FILED 
10-13-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 957,017 AND OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CLEAR COLA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS BLUE 
AND RED, AND COLOR IS CLAIMED AS A FEATURE 
OF THE MARK. 

FOR SOFT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 

FIRST USE 4-13-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-13-1992. 
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SN 74-335,756. COORS BREWING COMPANY, GOLDEN, 
CO. FILED 12-1-1992. 


COORS ROCKY 100 


FOR BEER (U.S. CL. 48). 


SN 74-336,599. USA WET, INC., MERIDIAN, MS. FILED 
12-3-1992. 


USA WET 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,426,768. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “USA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BEVERAGES; NAMELY, ISOTONIC THIRST 
QUENCHING DRINKS (U.S. CLS. 45 AND 46). 

FIRST USE 8-28-1985; IN COMMERCE 8-28-1985. 


SN 74-360,508. SOCIETE GENERALE DE GRANDES 
SOURCES BELGES S.A., 1070 BRUXELLES, BELGIUM, 
FILED 2-18-1993. 


VALVERT 


OWNER OF BENELUX REG. NO. 485783, 
9-12-1990, EXPIRES 9-12-2000. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION 
“GREEN VALLEY”. 

FOR MINERAL WATERS, AERATED WATERS, 
SPRING WATERS, DRINKING WATERS AND SOFT 
DRINKS CONTAINING MINERAL OR SPRING WATERS 
(U.S. CL. 45). 


DATED 


OF “VALVERT” IS 


SN 74-362,422. CARL VON LINNE KALLA AB, 
STOCKHOLM, SWEDEN, FILED 2-26-1993. 


105 46 


CARL VON 4 


LINN 


“CARL VON LINNE” IS THE NAME OF A SWEDISH 
BOTANIST WHO DIED IN 1778. 

FOR BEER, MINERAL AND AERATED WATER, AND 
SOFT DRINKS, FRUIT DRINKS, FRUIT JUICES AND 
SYRUPS FOR MAKING SOFT DRINKS, FRUIT DRINKS 
AND FRUIT JUICES (U.S. CLS. 45, 46 AND 48). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 32—(Continued). 


SN 74-390,632. U.S. SOFT DRINK INDUSTRIES, 
MIAMI, FL. FILED 5-14-1993. 


INC., 


FOR NON-ALCOHOLIC MALT BEVERAGE, FRUIT 
JUICES, CARBONATED AND NON-CARBONATED SOFT 
DRINKS, CARBONATED AND NON-CARBONATED 
WATER, AND CARBONATED NON-ALCOHOLIC BEV- 
ERAGE, COMPRISING FRUIT JUICE AND WATER (U.S. 
CLS. 45, 46 AND 48). 


SN 74-392,201. AUGSBURGER BREWING CO., 
MEQUON, WI. FILED 5-19-1993. 


INC., 


FOR BEER (U.S. CL. 48). 
FIRST USE 12-7-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-7-1992. 
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SN 74-402,627. VARNI BROTHERS CORPORATION, MO-_ SN 74-402,914. PABST BREWING COMPANY, SAN ANTO- 
DESTO, CA. FILED 6-14-1993. NIO, TX. FILED 6-18-1993. 


BEER CHEST 


FLOOD NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
or USE “BEER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
sin FOR BEER (US. CL. 48). 


SN 74-403,249. LAKEVIEW BREWERY LP, DBA CHICAGO 


= 2 
, ‘@) A Hi ’S BREWING CO., CHICAGO, IL. FILED 6-21-1993. 


COLA LEGACY RED ALE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RED ALE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR BEER (U.S. CL. 48). 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO FIRST USE 6-27-1988; IN COMMERCE 6-27-1988. 
USE “COLA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
THE STIPPLING IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES ONLY 
AND DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 
FOR SOFT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 
FIRST USE 12-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 1-8-1993. SN 74-403,250. LAKEVIEW BREWERY LP, DBA CHICAGO 
BREWING CO., CHICAGO, IL. FILED 6-21-1993. 


HEARTLAND WEISS 


SN 74-402,633. VARNI BROTHERS CORPORATION, MO- NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


DESTO, CA. FILED 6-14-1993. USE “WEISS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
THE TERM “WEISS” TRANSLATES TO “WHITE”. 
FOR BEER (U.S. CL. 48). 
FIRST USE 6-27-1988; IN COMMERCE 6-27-1988. 


SN 74-403,421. TF BEVERAGES, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, 
CA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


NIGAERS 


HIPPOPOTAMUS 
PUNCH SODA 


SQUOZE 


FOR FRESH FRUIT JUICE (U.S. CLS. 45 AND 46). 


SN 74-403,422. TF BEVERAGES, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, 
CA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 

USE “PUNCH SODA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS FRESH INSIDE 

SHOWN. 
THE STIPPLING IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES ONLY 

AND DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
FOR SOFT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). USE “FRESH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FIRST USE 12-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 1-8-1993. FOR FRESH FRUIT JUICE (U.S. CL. 46). 
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SN 74-403,604. ANHEUSER-BUSCH, INCORPORATED, ST. 
LOUIS, MO. FILED 6-17-1993. 


BUD ONE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 666,367, 
OTHERS. 

FOR BEER (U.S. CL. 48). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1992. 


1,401,344 AND 


SN 74-403,632. COCA-COLA COMPANY, THE, ATLANTA, 
GA. FILED 6-10-1993. 


COMPLETE SOURCE 


FOR SOFT DRINKS, SYRUPS AND PREPARATIONS 
FOR MAKING SAME (U.S. CL. 45). 
FIRST USE 4-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-9-1993. 


SN 74-404,540. CLIFFSTAR CORPORATION, DUNKIRK, 
NY. FILED 6-18-1993. 


JURASSIPS 


FOR FRUIT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 


SN 74-404,708. HAWAIIAN JULEP, INC., DALLAS, TX. 
FILED 6-23-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “JULEP”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR NON-DAIRY FRUIT AND CREME DRINK (U.S. 
CL. 45). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1990. 
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SN 74-405,730. LEMON-X CORPORATION, WESTBURY, 
NY. FILED 6-25-1993. 


LEMON-X 


FOR FRUIT JUICES AND COCKTAIL MIXES (NON-AL- 
COHOLIC) IN READY TO USE FORM AND CONCEN- 
TRATE (U.S. CLS. 45 AND 46). 


SN 74-406,260. OMNITRITION INTERNATIONAL, 
CARROLLTON, TX. FILED 6-28-1993. 


INC., 


BARNEY’S WATER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “WATER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR BOTTLED WATER (US. CL. 45). 


SN 74-408,863. H. K. BREWING COMPANY, LTD., EAST 
POINT, GA. FILED 7-2-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BEER” AND “12 FL. OZ. NET” AND “GOLDEN 
ALE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BEER (U.S. CL. 48). 


SN 74-408,892. TF BEVERAGES, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, 
CA. FILED 6-30-1993. 


RA 


FOR FRESH FRUIT JUICE (U.S. CL. 45). 
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SN 74-409,150. HART BREWING, INC., SEATTLE, WA. 
FILED 6-30-1993. 


HART BREWING, INC. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BREWING” AND “INC.”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MALT BEVERAGE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, BEERS 
AND ALES (U.S. CL. 48). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1984; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1984. 


SN 74-411,740. WOLFRA KELTEREI GMBH, D-8058 
ERDING, FED REP GERMANY, FILED 7-9-1993. 


WOLFRA 


FOR FRUIT JUICES (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 7-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1993. 


SN 74-417,742. MCKENZIE RIVER CORPORATION, THE, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA. FILED 7-28-1993. 


WOLF’S POINT 


FOR NON-ALCOHOLIC MALT BEVERAGE (US. CL. 
45). 


CLASS 33—WINES AND SPIRITS 


SN 74-103,246. BLACK PRINCE DISTILLERY, INC., THE, 
CLIFTON, NJ. FILED 10-5-1990. 


CACTI 


FOR LIQUEURS (U.S. CL. 49). 
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SN 74-288,266. PEPSICO, INC., PURCHASE, NY. FILED 
6-26-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 865,462 AND 1,291,454. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “STOLICHNAYA” 
IS “CAPITAL”, IN ITS MEANING AS A TYPE OF CITY. 
THE WORD “CRISTALL” IS A VARIATION OR CORRUP- 
TION OF THE ENGLISH WORD “CRYSTAL”. 

FOR VODKA (U.S. CL. 49). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1990. 


SN 74-311,631. COOPERATIVA AGRICOLA PISQUERA 
ELQUI LIMITADA, SANTIAGO, CHILE, FILED 
9-8-1992. 


FOR GRAPE BRANDY (U.S. CL. 49). 








JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 33—(Continued). 


SN  74-339,948. TOLSTOY-MILOSLAVSKY, ANDREI, 
LONDON SW4 OLF, ENGLAND, AND JENKINS, MI- 
CHAEL JAMES, BRENTWOOD, ESSEX, ENGLAND, 
AND GLUCKMAN, ROBERT, LONDON SWIY 4JH, 
ENGLAND, FILED 12-14-1992. 


THE STIPPLING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A 


FEATURE OF THE MARK AND IS NOT INTENDED TO 
INDICATE COLOR. 


FOR DISTILLED SPIRITS (U.S. CL. 49). 


SN = _74-339,949 TOLSTOY-MILOSLAVSKY, COUNT 
ANDREI, LONDON SW4 OLF, ENGLAND, AND JEN- 
KINS, MICHAEL JAMES, BRENTWOOD, ESSEX, ENG- 
LAND, AND GLUCKMAN, ROBERT, LONDON SWIY 
4JH, ENGLAND, FILED 12-14-1992. 


COUNT TOLSTOY 


FOR DISTILLED SPIRITS (U.S. CL. 49). 


SN 74-379,065. WENTE BROS., DBA LOUIS MEL WINERY, 
LIVERMORE, CA. FILED 4-15-1993. 


VENDIMIA 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION 
THE MARK IS “HARVEST”. 

FOR WINE (U.S. CL. 47). 

FIRST USE 7-17-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-15-1992. 


OF “VENDIMIA” IN 


SN 74-389,178. CANTINA VIETTI S.N.C. DI CURRADO 


ALFREDO & CO., 12060 CASTIGLIONE FALLETTO, 
ITALY, FILED 5-11-1993. 


PERBACCO 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION 
“BY JOVE”. 


FOR WINE (US. CL. 47). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-6-1992. 


OF “PERBACCO” IS 
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SN 74-391,194. BLACK MOUNTAIN BREWING CO., INC., 
CAVE CREEK, AZ. FILED 5-17-1993. 


PEPPERITA 


FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE; NAMELY, A MARGA- 
RITA COCKTAIL (U.S. CL. 49). 


SN 74-392,605. FOGARTY, THOMAS J., DBA THOMAS FO- 


GARTY WINERY, PORTOLA VALLEY, CA. FILED 
5-20-1993. 


THOMAS FOGARTY 


FOR WINE (U.S. CL. 47). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1982; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1982. 


SN 74-398,387. E. & J. GALLO WINERY, MODESTO, CA. 
FILED 6-4-1993. 


eps 
’ Baa 
Rol 


€ LIVINGSTON CELLARS »» 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CELLARS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. THE STIPPLING IS A 
FEATURE OF THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE 
COLOR. 

FOR WINES (U.S. CL. 47). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


444,756, 1,650,478 AND 


SN 74-403,927. GIRELLI S.R.L., 38100 TRENTO, ITALY, 
FILED 6-21-1993. 


CANALETTO 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “CANALETTO” IS 
“LITTLE CHANNEL”. 

FOR WINES (U.S. CL. 47). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1991. 
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SN 74-405,674. PELLEGRINI, ROBERT, CUTCHOGUE, NY. 
FILED 6-25-1993. 


COMMONAGE 


FOR STILL WINES (U.S. CL. 47). 


SN 74-407,074. LAUREATE IMPORTS COMPANY, AC- 
WORTH, GA. FILED 6-29-1993. 


SVL 


FOR WINE AND DISTILLED SPIRITS (U.S. CLS. 47 
AND 49). 


SN 74-407,107. LAUREATE IMPORTS COMPANY, AC- 
WORTH, GA. FILED 6-29-1993. 


VALVASOR 


FOR CHAMPAGNE (U.S. CL. 47). 


SN 74-409,607. EUROPEAN BEVERAGE COMPANY, INC., 
CHATSWORTH, CA. FILED 7-6-1993. 


MORGON SPRINGS 


FOR WINE (U.S. CL. 47). 
FIRST USE 3-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1993. 


SN 74-411,992. BURN STEWART DISTILLERS PLC, GLAS- 
GOW G78 ILD, UNITED KINGDOM, FILED 7-12-1993. 


HIGHLAND ROSE 


FOR WHISKY (U.S. CL. 49). 


SN 74-412,448. BURN STEWART DISTILLERS PLC, GLAS- 
GOW G78 ILD, UNITED KINGDOM, FILED 7-13-1993. 


EMPRESS 


FOR WHISKY (U.S. CL. 49). 
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SN 74-395,851. PHILIP MORRIS INCORPORATED, NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 5-28-1993. 


Belmont 


THE LINES APPEARING IN THE DRAWING ARE A 
FEATURE OF THE MARK AND NOT INTENDED TO 
INDICATE COLOR. 

THE DOTTED LINES SURROUNDING THE MARK 
ARE USED TO SHOW THE POSITION OF THE MARK ON 
THE GOODS AND NO CLAIM IS MADE THERETO. 

FOR CIGARETTES (U.S. CL. 17). 


SN 74-409,213. SARA LEE/DE N.V., 3532 AD UTRECHT, 
NETHERLANDS, FILED 7-6-1993. 


YUCATAN 


FOR CIGARETTE TOBACCO, CIGARETTE PAPERS, 
CIGARETTE LIGHTERS NOT MADE OF PRECIOUS 
METAL, MATCHES (U.S. CLS. 8, 9 AND 17). 


SERVICE MARKS 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


SN 74-127,797. BABE RUTH LEAGUE, INC., TRENTON, 
NJ. AND TOSETTI, LINDA, DBA EXECUTRIX OF THE 
DOROTHY PIRONE ESTATE, AN ESTATE OF CON- 
NECTICUT, TRENTON, NJ. FILED 1-3-1991. 


BABE RUTH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
1,609,838. 

FOR HISTORIC FIGURE LICENSING SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 101). 


1,437,264, 1,600,911 AND 
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SN 74-185,521. UTT, BERT L., OVERLAND PARK, KS. 


AND UTT, RUTHE J., OVERLAND PARK, KS. FILED 
7-16-1991. 


GREAT AMERICAN CENTER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THE GREAT AMERICAN CENTER” AND THE 
DESIGN OF AMERICA, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR PROMOTING THE SALE OF THE GOODS AND 
SERVICES OF OTHERS THROUGH THE DISTRIBUTION 
OF PROMOTIONAL PRINTED MATERIALS REGARD- 
ING THE KANSAS CITY METROPOLITAN AREA (U.S. 
CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 6-11-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-26-1991. 


SN 74-250,592. HOME MARKETING & MERCHANDISING 
SYSTEMS, INC., SADDLE RIVER, NJ. FILED 2-28-1992. 


br» bs > 


The National 
REAL ESTATE 


BUYER 


ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THE NATIONAL REAL ESTATE BUYER ASSIST- 
ANCE PROGRAM”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ADVERTISING AND MARKETING SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF RESIDENTIAL REAL ESTATE (US. CL. 
102). 

FIRST USE 11-20-1991; IN COMMERCE 11-20-1991. 
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SN 74-259,144. WPIX, 
3-26-1992. 


INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 


TWO-WAY TV 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TV”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PROMOTING GOODS AND SERVICES OF 
OTHERS BY MAIL TO SELECTED TELEVISION VIEW- 
ERS BY PROVIDING THESE VIEWERS THE OPPORTU- 
NITY TO EXPRESS BY MAIL VIEWING PREFERENCES 
BETWEEN VARIOUS TELEVISION PROGRAMMING 
CHOICES IN CONNECTION WITH PROVIDING TELEVI- 
SION PROGRAMMING TO THE PUBLIC (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1989; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1989. 


SN 74-313,578. MONEY MAILER, INC., GARDEN GROVE, 
CA. FILED 9-14-1992. 


MONEY MAILER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MAILER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR DIRECT MAIL ADVERTISING SERVICES FOR 
OTHERS; ADVERTISING AGENCY SERVICES; FRAN- 
CHISING SERVICES; NAMELY, OFFERING TECHNICAL 
AID AND ASSISTANCE IN THE ESTABLISHMENT 
AND/OR OPERATION OF DIRECT MAIL ADVERTISING 
AGENCIES (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1991. 


1,204,781, 1,697,949 AND 
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SN 74-322,566. NSI HOME HEALTH SERVICES, INC., BAL- 
TIMORE, MD. FILED 10-15-1992. 


MAXIM HOME HEALTH 
SERVICES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HOME HEALTH SERVICES”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR EMPLOYMENT AGENCY AND CONSULTING 
SERVICES RELATING TO THE TEMPORARY AND PER- 
MANENT PLACEMENT OF HEALTH CARE PERSON- 
NEL (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-322,635. NSI HOME HEALTH SERVICES, INC., BAL- 
TIMORE, MD. FILED 10-15-1992. 


MAXIM HEALTHCARE 
STAFFING SERVICES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HEALTHCARE STAFFING SERVICES”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR EMPLOYMENT AGENCY AND CONSULTING 
SERVICES RELATING TO THE TEMPORARY AND PER- 
MANENT PLACEMENT OF HEALTH CARE PERSON- 
NEL (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-327,316. CIGNA CORPORATION, PHILADELPHIA, 
PA. FILED 11-2-1992. 


MCC BEHAVIORAL CARE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,432,288. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BEHAVIORAL CARE”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR HEALTH CARE MANAGEMENT SERVICES; 
NAMELY, MANAGEMENT OF INPATIENT AND OUTPA- 
TIENT MENTAL HEALTH AND SUBSTANCE ABUSE 
SERVICES PROVIDED BY HEALTH CARE PROVIDERS, 
EMPLOYERS, AND SELF-INSURED HEALTH MAINTE- 
NANCE ORGANIZATIONS TO EMPLOYEES, INSUREDS, 
MEMBERS, COVERED LIVES AND OTHER ELIGIBLE 
INDIVIDUALS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 10-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-30-1992. 


SN 74-340,274. CREEL INTERESTS, INC., DBA DESIGN- 
LINK, BETHESDA, MD. FILED 12-15-1992. 


DESIGNLINK 


FOR BUSINESS CONSULTATION SERVICES IN CON- 
NECTION WITH CREATING MARKS, LOGO, IMAGES 
AND BUSINESS IDENTITIES FOR OTHERS (US. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 6-1-1988; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1988. 
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SN 74-348,008. REFERRAL PAGE, INC., LAS VEGAS, NV. 
FILED 1-13-1993. 


REFERRAL PAGE 


FOR PROMOTING THE SALE OF RADIO PAGERS BY 
AWARDING COMMISSIONS FOR PAGER USE (U.S. CL. 
104). 

FIRST USE 8-7-1992; INCOMMERCE 8-7-1992. 


SN 74-349,364. ALTERNATIVE FUNDING CONCEPTS, 
KANSAS CITY, MO. FILED 1-19-1993. 


ALTERNATIVE FUNDING 
CONCEPTS 


FOR MANAGEMENT SERVICES FOR MEDICAL 
TRANSPORTATION PROVIDERS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 
101). 

FIRST USE 2-19-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-19-1992. 


SN 74-357,329. OPPOSITE ATTRACTIONS, INC., BALTI- 
MORE, MD. FILED 2-9-1993. 


YARDBIRDS 


FOR PROMOTING THE SPORTING EVENTS OF 
OTHERS BY CHEERLEADING, WEARING COSTUMES, 
MAKING MEDIA APPEARANCES AND DISTRIBUTING 
SOUVENIR ITEMS BEARING SAID MARK (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1993. 
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SN 74-366,266. TIMES MIRROR COMPANY, THE, DBA 


LOS ANGELES TIMES, LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 
3-9-1993. 


FOR PROMOTING THE SALE OF THE GOODS AND 
SERVICES OF OTHERS THROUGH THE DISTRIBUTION 
OF PRINTED MATERIALS AND CONTESTS (U.S. CL. 
101). 

FIRST USE 3-12-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-12-1993. 


SN 74-367,492. ALLIED ADVOCATES, INC., DBA PHYSI- 
CIANS’ ADVOCATES, BERKELEY, CA. FILED 
3-12-1993. 


PHYSICIANS’ ADVOCATES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PHYSICIANS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR BUSINESS MANAGEMENT AND CONSULTING 
SERVICES FOR PHYSICIANS (US. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 1-10-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-30-1993. 


SN 74-374,407. TAX CENTERS OF AMERICA, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 4-1-1993. 


NANNYTAX 


FOR TAX PLANNING, TAX PREPARATION, TAX 
ADVICE AND ACCOUNTING SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 101 
AND 102). 

FIRST USE 1-24-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-24-1993. 
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SN 74-377,810. SARAMAR CORPORATION, DOVER, DE. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 


EXPERIENCE A EUROPEAN 
TRADITION WITH 
LAURENTIS ESPRESSO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ESPRESSO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR BUSINESS SERVICES; NAMELY, PROVIDING TO 
OTHERS TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND PROMOTION- 
AL AND MERCHANDISING AIDS IN THE ESTABLISH- 
MENT OF A RETAIL GOURMET COFFEE BUSINESS 
(U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-378,088. VALUE PARTNERS S.R.L., 20122 MILAN, 
ITALY, FILED 4-8-1993. 


VALUE PARTNERS 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON ITALY 
APPLICATION NO. MI93C/000987, FILED 2-16-1993, REG. 
NO. 00597339, DATED 5-18-1993, EXPIRES 2-16-2013. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF “VALUE PARTNERS” AND 
THE LETTERS “VP” IN A SQUARE. 

FOR BUSINESS MANAGEMENT AND ORGANIZA- 
TION CONSULTANCY; PROFESSIONAL BUSINESS CON- 
SULTANCY, BUSINESS AND COMMERCIAL INFORMA- 
TION; MARKETING RESEARCH AND STUDIES; ADVI- 
SORY SERVICES FOR BUSINESS MANAGEMENT; COM- 
MERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL OR BANKING MANAGEMENT 
ASSISTANCE (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-379,611. CITIZENS UTILITIES COMPANY, READ- 
ING, CA. FILED 4-19-1993. 


TELE-TIPS 


FOR PROVIDING GENERAL CONSUMER INFORMA- 
TION BY MEANS OF TELEPHONE PRERECORDED 
MESSAGES (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1989. 
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SN 74-380,567. BLETHEN TEMPORARIES, 
LINGTON, NC. FILED 4-16-1993. 


INC., BUR- 


BLETHEN TEMPORARIES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TEMPORARIES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


SEC. 2(F). 
FOR TEMPORARY HELP SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 11-30-1984; IN COMMERCE 11-30-1984. 


SN 74-380,729. ADCARE HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., DBA 
PROJECT MARKET DECISIONS, CINCINNATI, OH. 
FILED 4-16-1993. 


TURNING MARKET DATA 
INTO MANAGEMENT 
DECISIONS 


FOR MARKET RESEARCH AND ANALYSIS SERV- 


ICES, BUSINESS RESEARCH SERVICES AND BUSINESS" 


MANAGEMENT PLANNING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 3-26-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-26-1992. 


SN 74-380,738. ADCARE HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., DBA 
PROJECT MARKET DECISIONS, CINCINNATI, OH. 
FILED 4-16-1993. 


PROJECT MARKET 
DECISIONS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MARKET”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR MARKET RESEARCH AND ANALYSIS SERV- 
ICES, BUSINESS RESEARCH SERVICES AND BUSINESS 
MANAGEMENT PLANNING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 1-12-1991; IN COMMERCE 1-12-1991. 


SN 74-387,754. CAMBRIDGE INFORMATION GROUP, 
INC., BETHESDA, MD. FILED 5-7-1993. 


HRIN 


FOR COMPUTER SERVICES; NAMELY, INFORMA- 
TION STORAGE AND RETRIEVAL IN THE FIELD OF 
HUMAN RESOURCE INFORMATION (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1983; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1983. 
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SN 74-392,586. WESTERN INTERNATIONAL MEDIA 
CORPORATION, LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 5-20-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,752,900. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DIRECT MAIL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE MARK COMPRISES THE TERMS “DIRECT MAIL 
WIMC” TOGETHER WITH A STYLIZED “W” WITHIN A 
DESIGN REPRESENTING A MAIL STAMP. 

FOR ADVERTISING CONSULTING SERVICES; 
NAMELY, DEVELOPING, IMPLEMENTING AND MONI- 
TORING DIRECT RESPONSE MARKETING PROGRAMS 
(U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 2-7-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-7-1992. 


SN 74-392,884. CARIBBEAN HOTEL ASSOCIATION, INC., 
SANTURCE, PUERTO RICO, FILED 5-20-1993. 


CHA MARKETPLACE 


SEC. 2(F). 

FOR ARRANGING AND CONDUCTING TRADE 
SHOWS FOR THE HOTEL SERVICE AND TOURIST IN- 
DUSTRY (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1980; INCOMMERCE 7-1-1980. 


SN 74-396,160. JOHN FRASSANITO & ASSOCIATES, 
HOUSTON, TX. FILED 5-27-1993. 


STRATEGIC 
VISUALIZATION 


FOR MANAGEMENT CONSULTING ' SERVICES; 
NAMELY, BUSINESS STRATEGY PLANNING SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1993. 
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SN 74-397,411. STARDATA, INC., ATLANTA, GA. FILED SN 74-401,749. SQUARE ONE REHAB, INC., TULSA, OK. 
6-1-1993. FILED 6-14-1993. 


STARDATA 








FOR COMPUTER SERVICES; NAMELY, INFORMA- 
TION STORAGE AND RETRIEVAL FOR THE EDUCA- 
TION INDUSTRY WHICH CONNECTS HIGH SCHOOLS, 
COLLEGES, AND OTHER EDUCATION-RELATED OR- 
GANIZATIONS (U.S. CL. 101). 


FIRST USE 3-18-1991; IN COMMERCE 3-18-1991. SQUARE ONE REHAB, INC. 






SN 74-400,087. COX COMMUNICATIONS, INC., ATLAN- NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 





TA, GA. FILED 6-10-1993. USE “REHAB, INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR REFERRALS OF PHYSICAL AND OCCUPATION- 

INST ANT BINGO AL THERAPIST THROUGH HOSPITALS AND OTHER 


HEALTHCARE FACILITIES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 6-11-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-11-1991. 














NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BINGO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PROMOTING THE GOODS AND SERVICES OF 
OTHERS BY DISTRIBUTING GAME CARDS TO BE 
USED IN CONJUNCTION WITH A TELEVISION GAME 
SHOW (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-404,667. BILL COMMUNICATIONS, 
YORK, NY. FILED 6-23-1993. 


INC., NEW 














SN 74-400,464. CORPORATION SERVICE COMPANY, 
INC., WILMINGTON, DE. FILED 6-11-1993. 


MODERN DAY MARINE 
MILITARY EXPOSITION 


ee networks 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MARINE MILITARY EXPOSITION”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO FOR ARRANGING AND CONDUCTING TRADE SHOW 
USE “NETWORKS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS EXHIBITIONS IN THE FIELD OF MILITARY GOODS 
SHOWN. AND SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 

FOR COMPUTER SERVICES; NAMELY, INFORMA- FIRST USE 0-0-1981; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1981. 

TION STORAGE AND RETRIEVAL IN THE LEGAL AND 
FINANCIAL FIELDS (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 8-5-1991; IN COMMERCE 8-5-1991. 







SN 74-400,493. SUMNER AND WELLS ADVERTISING, SN 74-404,715. CLARITY INCORPORATED, RUMSON, NJ. 
INC., GASTONIA, NC. FILED 6-11-1993. FILED 6-23-1993. 











HOMETOWN RETURN 





UNDIRECTORY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RETURN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR ADVERTISING SERVICES; NAMELY, PREPARA- 
TION OF LITERATURE, PAMPHLETS AND OTHER 
PRINTED MATERIALS FOR USE BY ELECTRONIC TAX FOR TELEPHONE DIRECTORY INFORMATION (U.S. 
RETURN PREPARATION SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). CLS. 101 AND 104). 
FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. FIRST USE 3-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-28-1993. 
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SN 74-405,217. GALLUP, 
6-18-1993. 


INC., LINCOLN, NE. FILED 


VARSITY MANAGEMENT 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MANAGEMENT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MANAGEMENT CONSULTING SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF PERSONNEL SELECTION AND JOB 
MARKET RESEARCH SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 1-15-1980; INCOMMERCE 1-15-1980. 


SN 74-407,534. JAMES, ROBERT D., CHARLOTTE, NC. 
FILED 6-30-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TRADING COMPANY”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS VIOLET, 
GOLD, AND RED. 

FOR EXPORT AND IMPORT AGENCIES (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-409,311. GARDNER, BENJAMIN F., MIAMI, FL. 
FILED 7-1-1993. 


THE BEST AGAINST THE 
REST 


FOR PROMOTING SPORTS EVENTS OF OTHERS (U.S. 
CL. 101). 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 35—(Continued). 


SN 74-409,830. WASHINGTON INVENTORY SERVICE, 
INC., SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED 7-1-1993. 


FOR INVENTORY SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1970; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1970. 


SN 74-410,137. BELLSOUTH CORPORATION, ATLANTA, 
GA. FILED 7-8-1993. 


STATPAY 


FOR MECHANIZED BILL PAYING SERVICE WHICH 
WILL PROVIDE CUSTOMERS WITH A PROCESS FOR 
HANDLING, ANALYZING AND PAYING VENDOR 
BILLS (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-410,209. HOME INTERIORS & GIFTS, 
DALLAS, TX. FILED 7-7-1993. 


INC., 


DOUBLE MERITS 


FOR PROMOTING THE SALE OF HOME FURNISH- 
INGS AND HOUSEHOLD GIFT ITEMS THROUGH THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF INCENTIVE AWARD PRO- 
GRAMS FOR INDEPENDENT DISTRIBUTORS (U.S. CL. 
101). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1964; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1964. 


SN 74-410,218. DCI MARKETING, INC., MILWAUKEE, WI. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


AUDITEC 


FOR ADMINISTRATION AND MANAGEMENT SERV- 
ICE FOR COOPERATIVE ADVERTISING PROGRAMS 
(U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 3-8-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-29-1993. 
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SN 74-411,092. ROBERT HALF INTERNATIONAL INC., 


MENLO PARK, CA. FILED 7-8-1993. 


INFOTEAM 


FOR EMPLOYMENT CONSULTING AND RECRUITING 
SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-411,095. ROBERT HALF INTERNATIONAL INC., 
MENLO PARK, CA. FILED 7-8-1993. 


MORTGAGETEAM 


FOR PROVIDING TEMPORARY PERSONNEL FOR 


THE BANKING AND FINANCIAL INDUSTRIES (U.S. CL. 
101). 


SN 74-412,111. HUMAN RESOURCES SERVICES, 


INC., 
CHICAGO, IL. FILED 7-13-1993. 


VIEWPOINT 


FOR CONDUCTING EMPLOYEE OPINION SURVEYS 
(U.S. CL. 101). 


FIRST USE 0-0-1975; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1975. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


SN 74-236,298. MARKETING DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMS, 
CONSULTING GROUP, INC., WILMINGTON, DE. AS- 
SIGNEE OF MDS OF NEW JERSEY, INC., DBA BANK- 
MARK, MORRIS PLAINS, NJ. FILED 1-9-1992. 


BANKMARK 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,377,499. 

FOR CONSULTATION SERVICES OFFERED TO FI- 
NANCIAL INSTITUTIONS TO AID IN THE PROMOTION 
AND DISTRIBUTION OF THEIR INSURANCE AND FI- 
NANCIAL PROGRAMS; FINANCIAL INVESTMENT IN 
THE FIELD OF INVESTMENT SECURITIES, ANNU- 
ITIES, AND INSURANCE PRODUCTS (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1987; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1987. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-278,597. SOUTHTRUST CORPORATION, BIRMING- 
HAM, AL. FILED 5-26-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,645,488. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED LETTER “S”. 
FOR BANKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 4-17-1974; IN COMMERCE 4-17-1974. 


SN 74-289,132. OLD REPUBLIC INTERNATIONAL COR- 
PORATION, CHICAGO, IL. FILED 6-29-1992. 


FOR FINANCIAL SERVICES IN THE NATURE OF IN- 
VESTMENT SECURITY AND INSURANCE UNDERWRIT- 
ING IN THE FIELD OF LIFE, HEALTH AND FIRE (US. 
CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1930; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1930. 
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SN 74-302,118. FIRST NATIONAL PENNSYLVANIA COR- 
PORATION, ERIE, PA. FILED 8-7-1992. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF 
PENNSYLVANIA 


SEC. 2(F). 
FOR BANKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1969; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1969. 


SN 74-331,110. AETNA LIFE AND CASUALTY COMPANY, 
HARTFORD, CT. FILED 11-16-1992. 


THE AETNA CUSTOMER 
CONNECTION 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 514,283 AND 822,577. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CUSTOMER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ELECTRONIC POLICY AND PLAN ADMINISTRA- 
TION SERVICES FOR HEALTH INSURANCE PLAN 
SPONSORS, SUCH AS EMPLOYERS, UNIONS, AND PAR- 
TICIPANT GROUPS (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 


SN 74-332,259. KING COUNTY MEDICAL BLUE SHIELD, 
SEATTLE, WA. FILED 11-18-1992. 


SELECTIONS 


FOR ADMINISTRATION OF PRE-PAID HEALTH CARE 
PLANS (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 
FIRST USE 11-16-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-16-1992. 


SN 74-334,426. AMERICAN FAMILY LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY OF COLUMBUS, COLUMBUS, GA. FILED 
11-25-1992. 


CREDIT UNION CONCEPTS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CREDIT UNION”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR MULTIPLE LINE INSURANCE UNDERWRITING 
SERVICES IN THE FIELDS OF CANCER, HOSPITAL IN- 
TENSIVE CARE, ACCIDENT AND DISABILITY, HOSPI- 
TAL INDEMNITY, MEDICARE SUPPLEMENT, HOME 
HEALTH CARE, LONG TERM HEALTH CARE, AND 
CONVALESCENT HEALTH CARE INSURANCE (U.S. CL. 
102). 
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SN 74-340,458. MANNAHOUSE FELLOWSHIP INTERNA- 
TIONAL, INC., SPOKANE, WA. FILED 12-16-1992. 


MANNAHOUSE 


FOR CHARITABLE FUNDRAISING SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 102). 


SN 74-341,258. FIFTH THIRD BANK, CINCINNATI, OH. 
FILED 12-17-1992. 


BUSINESS 53 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BUSINESS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR BANKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1992. 


SN 74-344,608. CARIPLO-CASSA DI RISPARMIO DELLE 
PROVINCIE LOMBARDE S.P.A.. NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 12-31-1992. 


CARIPLO BANK 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,718,685. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BANK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BANKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 3-31-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-31-1990. 


SN 74-345,493. NEW VALLEY CORPORATION, UPPER 
SADDLE RIVER, NJ. FILED 1-4-1993. 


OWNER OF 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FINANCIAL CENTER”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR FINANCIAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CHECK CASH- 
ING SERVICES, MONEY ORDER SERVICES, BILL PAY- 
MENT SERVICES AND MONEY TRANSFER SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1992. 


U.S. REG. NOS. 526,408, 1,788,432 AND 
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SN 74-358,473. IASD HEALTH SERVICES CORP., DBA 
BLUE CROSS AND BLUE SHIELD OF IOWA AND DBA 
BLUE CROSS OF SOUTH DAKOTA, DES MOINES, IA. 
FILED 2-12-1993. 


HEARTLAND HEALTH 
NETWORK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HEALTH NETWORK”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR ADMINISTRATION OF PRE-PAID HEALTH CARE 
PLANS (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 


SN 74-360,273. GODWINS, INC., CHICAGO, IL. FILED 
2-19-1993. 


DC DIRECT 


FOR PROVIDING CONSULTING SERVICES TO EM- 
PLOYERS WITH RESPECT TO THE DESIGN AND AD- 
MINISTRATION OF DEFINED CONTRIBUTION BENE- 
FIT PLANS (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 1-11-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-11-1993. 


SN 74-361,321. ONE VALLEY BANCORP OF WEST VIR- 
GINIA, INC., CHARLESTON, WV. FILED 2-19-1993. 


ONE VALLEY FUNDS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FUNDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MUTUAL FUNDS INVESTMENT ADVISORY 
SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 


1,481,049, 1,523,796 AND 


SN 74-361,885. STUDENT LOAN MARKETING ASSOCIA- 
TION, WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 2-25-1993. 


GREAT REWARDS 


FOR PROGRAM THAT OFFERS STUDENT LOAN BOR- 
ROWERS AN INCENTIVE FOR ON-TIME REPAYMENT 
(U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1993. 


SN 74-362,851. ABACO GRUPO FINANCIERO, S.A. DE 
C.V., 66260, GARZA GARCIA, N.L., MEXICO, FILED 
3-1-1993. 


CONFIA 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD 
“CONFIA” IN THE MARK IS “CONFIDENCE”. 
FOR BANKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 


151-842 TMOG-94-18 - QL3 
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SN 74-362,852. ABACO GRUPO FINANCIERO, S.A. DE 
C.V., 66260, GARZA GARCIA, N.L., MEXICO, FILED 
3-1-1993. 


COMIA 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD 
“CONFIA” IN THE MARK IS “CONFIDENCE”. 
FOR BANKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 


SN 74-371,582. TIDEMARK BANK FOR SAVINGS, FSB, 
NEWPORT NEWS, VA. FILED 2-9-1993. 


TIDEMARK 
BANK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BANK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BANKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 10-2-1992; IN COMMERCE 1-4-1993. 


SN 74-385,513. NEIGHBOR’S FINANCIAL CORPORATION, 
SACRAMENTO, CA. FILED 5-3-1993. 


NEIGHBOR’S FINANCIAL 
CORPORATION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FINANCIAL CORPORATION”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MORTGAGE BROKERAGE AND MORTGAGE 
BANKING SERVICES; NAMELY, RESIDENTIAL MORT- 
GAGE AND EQUITY LOAN SERVICES AND PLACE- 
MENT WITH INSTITUTIONAL LENDERS (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 4-12-1989; IN COMMERCE 4-12-1989. 
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SN 74-388,962. RYBACK MANAGEMENT CORPORATION, 
ST. LOUIS, MO. FILED 5-7-1993. 


LINDNER 


SEC. 2(F). 


FOR INVESTMENT MANAGEMENT SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 102). 


FIRST USE 4-21-1971; IN COMMERCE 4-21-1971. 


SN 74-392,475. HIRSCHFELD, STERN, MOYER & ROSS, 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 5-19-1993. 


PC Life / Services-———_ 
7 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LIFE SERVICES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR INSURANCE BROKERAGE SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 
101 AND 102). 

FIRST USE 4-6-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-6-1993. 


SN 74-393,452. AMERICAN ODYSSEY FUNDS MANAGE- 
MENT, INC., EAST BRUNSWICK, NJ. FILED 5-21-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FUNDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR INVESTMENT ADVISORY AND MUTUAL FUND 
INVESTMENT SERVICES; ADMINISTRATION OF AN- 
NUITIES, LIFE INSURANCE CONTRACTS, AND INSTI- 
TUTIONAL AND EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT PLANS 
(U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 


SN 74-395,935. FOUNDERS ASSET MANAGEMENT, INC., 
DENVER, CO. FILED 5-28-1993. 


FOUNDERS INVESTMENT 
STRATEGIES FOR A 
LIFETIME 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,707,222. 

FOR MUTUAL FUND INVESTMENT SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 1-4-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-4-1993. 
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SN 74-398,186. AMERICAN FAMILY LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY OF COLUMBUS, COLUMBUS, GA. FILED 
6-7-1993. 


#1 IN PAYROLL 
MARKETING 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,718,680. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PAYROLL MARKETING”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR SUPPLEMENTAL HEALTH INSURANCE UNDER- 
WRITING SERVICES OFFERED USING THE PAYROLL 
MARKETING METHOD (U.S. CL. 102). 


SN 74-399,919. GODWINS CONSULTANTS, CHICAGO, IL. 
FILED 6-9-1993. 


The Best 
Fit in Flexible 
Benefits 


71. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BENEFIT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLOR RED. 

FOR PROVIDING CONSULTING SERVICES TO EM- 
PLOYERS WITH RESPECT TO THE DESIGN AND AD- 
MINISTRATION OF FLEXIBLE EMPLOYEE BENEFIT 
PLANS (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 12-15-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-15-1992. 


SN 74-401,833. SAFE AUTO INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., 
COLUMBUS, OH. FILED 6-11-1993. 


SAFE AUTO INSURANCE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “AUTO INSURANCE”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE AGENCY, BROKER- 
AGE, ADMINISTRATION, AND UNDERWRITING SERV- 
ICES (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 

FIRST USE 8-11-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-11-1992. 
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SN 74-402,768. HIRSCHFELD, STERN, MOYER & ROSS, 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 5-19-1993. 


PC LIFE SERVICES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LIFE SERVICES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR INSURANCE BROKERAGE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
102). 

FIRST USE 4-6-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-6-1993. 


SN 74-403,338. ARDENT PREMIUM PLAN, INC., BUFFA- 
LO, NY. FILED 6-16-1993. 


AUTO-CSR 


FOR AUTOMATED INFORMATION ACCESS SERVICE; 
NAMELY, AN INTERACTIVE VOICE RESPONSE TELE- 
PHONE TO COMPUTER LINKING SERVICE PROVIDING 
ACCESS TO INSURANCE ACCOUNT INFORMATION 
VIA TOUCH-TONE TELEPHONE (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1992. 


SN 74-405,968. MONTICELLO LIFE INSURANCE COMPA- 
NY, RICHMOND, VA. FILED 6-23-1993. 


INDIVIDUAL ADVANTAGE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INDIVIDUAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


FOR HEALTH AND LIFE INSURANCE UNDERWRIT- 
ING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 
FIRST USE 7-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-26-1993. 


SN 74-406,715. ECOLOGY GROUP, INC., THE, BINGHAM 
FARMS, MI. FILED 6-28-1993. 


ASSET PROTECTION 
PLANNING MEANS 
MOVING YOUR ASSETS 
OUT OF HARMS WAY 


FOR FINANCIAL PLANNING FOR BUSINESSES AND 
THIER PERSONNEL INVOLVED IN ENVIRONMENTAL- 
LY SENSITIVE INDUSTRIES (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 9-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-30-1992. 
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SN 74-407,652. KRINGS, WILLIAM MARK, DBA INVIRO 
REALTY, DENVER, CO. FILED 6-30-1993. 


“YOUR INVIRONMENT IN 
ACTION!” 


FOR REAL ESTATE BROKERAGE SERVICES (U.S. 
CLS. 101 AND 102). 
FIRST USE 2-20-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-20-1993. 


SN 74-409,173. VOICE MAIL NORTHWEST, INC., PORT- 
LAND, OR. FILED 7-1-1993. 


TRAVEL TALK 


FOR TELEPHONE DEBIT CALLING CARD SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 102). 


SN 74-409,174. VOICE MAIL NORTHWEST, INC., PORT- 
LAND, OR. FILED 7-1-1993. 


IT’S YOUR CALL 


FOR TELEPHONE DEBIT CALLING CARD SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 102). 


SN 74-409,679. MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY ASSOCIATION, 
INC., TUCSON, AZ. FILED 7-7-1993. 


SHOW YOU CARE BY 
WHAT YOU WEAR 


FOR FUND-RAISING SERVICES FOR BASIC AND AP- 
PLIED RESEARCH INTO NEUROMUSCULAR DISEASES, 
AND FOR FUNDING OF HOSPITAL SERVICES FOR 
PERSONS AFFLICTED WITH SUCH DISEASES (U.S. CL. 
102). 


SN 74-409,971. KRINGS, WILLIAM MARK, DBA INVIRO 
REALTY, DENVER, CO. FILED 7-7-1993. 


GOOD FOR A CHANGE 


FOR REAL ESTATE BROKERAGE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
102). 
FIRST USE 3-20-1984; IN COMMERCE 3-20-1984. 
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SN 74-410,001. VISA U.S.A. INC., SAN FRANCISCO, CA. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


THE NEW SHAPE OF 
CHECKING 


FOR DEBIT CARD SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 
FIRST USE 6-9-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-9-1993. 


SN 74-410,004. JOHN G. RANGOS CHARITABLE FOUN- 
DATION, PITTSBURGH, PA. FILED 7-2-1993. 


THE ART OF GIVING 


FOR RAISING FUNDS FOR CHARITY THROUGH THE 
SALE OF ART (U.S. CL. 102). 
FIRST USE 7-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1991. 


SN 74-411,257. HARRISON COMPANY, 
AURORA, CO. FILED 7-12-1993. 


INC., THE, 


LIFETIME BANKING 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BANKING”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR BANKING AND CREDIT UNION SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 102). 


SN 74-411,400. JANUS CAPITAL CORPORATION, AKA 
JANUS FUNDS, DENVER, CO. FILED 7-12-1993. 


JANUS FEDERAL TAX- 
EXEMPT FUND 


OWNER OF US. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FEDERAL TAX-EXEMPT FUND”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MUTUAL FUND INVESTMENT SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 5-3-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-3-1993. 


1,785,834, 1,789,648 AND 
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SN 74-412,891. JOHN LEPIRE AND ASSOCIATES, INC., 
CENTURY CITY, CA. FILED 7-15-1993. 


COMMERCIAL 
UNIFICATION 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COMMERCIAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR INSURANCE BROKERAGE SERVICES IN THE 
FIELDS OF BUSINESS RISKS, DISABILITY, MALPRAC- 
TICE, AND RELATED CONSULTING SERVICES (US. 
CLS. 101 AND 102). 


SN 74-418,994. PRIMARY CHILDREN’S MEDICAL 
CENTER, SALT LAKE CITY, UT. FILED 8-2-1993. 


PENNIES BY THE INCH 


FOR CHARITABLE FUND RAISING SERVICES FOR 
NON-PROFIT HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1976; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1976. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


SN 74-239,013. TEG, BELL, CA. FILED 1-21-1992. 


hES 


THE ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THE ENVIRONMENTAL GROUP”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A PART 
OF THE DESIGN AND DOES NOT INDICATE A COLOR. 

FOR BUILDING CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR (U.S. 
CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 8-20-1991; IN COMMERCE 8-20-1991. 


SN 74-316,544. STEAM SUPPLY & RUBBER CO., INC., SE- 
ATTLE, WA. FILED 9-23-1992. 


STEAM SUPPLY 


FOR REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE OF VALVES, REG- 
ULATORS, COUPLINGS, HOSES AND OTHER EQUIP- 
MENT USED WITH STEAM BOILERS (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 1-8-1947; IN COMMERCE 1-8-1947. 
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SN 74-340,850. KAUFMAN AND BROAD HOME CORPO- 
RATION, LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 12-17-1992. 


THE CALIFORNIA SERIES 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,471,092. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR CUSTOM CONSTRUCTION OF HOMES AND 
PLANNING AND LAYING OUT OF RESIDENTIAL COM- 
MUNITIES FOR OTHERS (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 4-20-1985; IN COMMERCE 4-20-1985. 


SN 74-341,601. WOMEN’S AUTO CLINIC, INC., NEWPORT 
NEWS, VA. FILED 12-21-1992. 


S autr© CLINIC 


t erxne 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “WOMEN’S AUTO CLINIC” OR “WOMEN WORKING 
FOR YOU”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING AND STIPPLING SHOWN IN THE 
DRAWING IS NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR VEHICLE REPAIR SERVICES (U.S. CL. 103). 
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SN 74-346,267. ATS SERVICES, INC., DUSON, LA. FILED 
1-7-1993. 


THE STIPPLING IN THE DRAWING IS FOR SHADING 
PURPOSES ONLY. 

THE MARK CONSISTS IN PART OF A STYLIZED 
WATER DROP. 

FOR MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR SERVICES FOR 
RESIDENTIAL, MUNICIPAL AND INDUSTRIAL WATER 
AND WASTEWATER TREATMENT _ FACILITIES; 
NAMELY, MANHOLE LINING, PUMP AND BLOWER RE- 
BUILDING, CHLORINATOR REPAIR, ELECTRONIC SYS- 
TEMS REPAIR, EQUIPMENT INSTALLATION, AND 
STARTUP (U.S. CL. 106). 

FIRST USE 4-26-1984; IN COMMERCE 9-29-1987. 


SN 74-363,667. RIB LOC AUSTRALIA PTY. LTD., SOUTH 
AUSTRALIA, AUSTRALIA, FILED 2-25-1993. 


EXPANDA PIPE 


OWNER OF AUSTRALIA REG. NO. BS507333, DATED 
3-22-1989, EXPIRES 3-22-1996. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PIPE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF PIPE, CON- 
DUIT AND OTHER TUBULAR INSTALLATIONS (U.S. 
CL. 103). 
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CLASS 37—(Continued). 


SN 74-393,122. RUBBER BABY ROOFING, INC., DETROIT, 
MI. FILED 5-21-1993. 


«pe Ma, a 
cr 


SN 


«fl 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ROOFING”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR IN THE FIELD 
OF ROOFING, SIDING, GUTTERING AND WATER- 
PROOFING (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 1-2-1987; INCOMMERCE 1-2-1987. 


SN 74-397,916. LIBERTI, STEPHEN A., SARASOTA, FL. 
FILED 6-4-1993. 


MR. GROUT 


FOR REPAIRING DAMAGED TILES AND REMOVAL 
OF OLD, DISCOLORED, AND MILDEWED GROUT, IN- 
STALLING NEW GROUT; TILE AND GROUT RESTORA- 


TION (U.S. CL. 103). 
FIRST USE 8-16-1986; IN COMMERCE 8-15-1991. 
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CLASS 37—(Continued). 


SN 74-402,376. ENVIROWALL, HOUSTON, TX. FILED 
6-17-1993. 


ENVIROWALL 


FOR CONSTRUCTION SERVICES RELATING TO THE 
FABRICATION, INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE 
OF CONTAINMENT SYSTEMS AND DEVICES USED IN 
CONJUNCTION THEREWITH (U.S. CL. 103) 

FIRST USE 2-24-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 


SN 74-406,134. PLANTRONICS, INC., SANTA CRUZ, CA. 
FILED 6-23-1993. 


PLANTRONICS WORLD 
CLASS WORLDWIDE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “WORLDWIDE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR HEADSET, HANDSET AND TELEPHONE REPAIR 
SERVICES (U.S. CL. 103). 


SN 74-409,293. WILTEL DATA NETWORK SERVICES, 
INC., ALLENDALE, NJ. FILED 7-1-1993. 


WILCARE 


FOR TELECOMMUNICATION NETWORK AND TELE- 
PHONE SYSTEM MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR SERV- 
ICES (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1993. 


SN 74-414,983. JTCO, INC., SPRING, TX. FILED 7-19-1993. 


HOMETOWN HERO 


FOR AUTOMOBILE REPAIR SERVICES AND EMER- 
GENCY ROAD SIDE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 103). 
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SN 74-416,216. HYDROFLO SYSTEM, 
RAPIDS, MI. FILED 7-23-1993. 


INC., GRAND 


THE BASEMENT WATERPROOFING ALTERNATIVE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,667,880. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SYSTEM” OR “THE BASEMENT WATERPROOF- 
ING ALTERNATIVE SINCE 1972", APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN 


THE LINING IN THE DRAWING IS A FEATURE OF 


THE MARK AND IS NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE 
COLOR. 


FOR BASEMENT WATER REMOVAL SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 103). 


FIRST USE 9-0-1984; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1984. 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


SN 74-101,477. GTE MOBILNET INCORPORATED, HOUS- 
TON, TX. FILED 9-28-1990. 


PRIORITY PLUS 


FOR CELLULAR TELEPHONE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
104). 


FIRST USE 8-31-1990; INCOMMERCE 9-5-1990. 


SN 74-322,835. DEFENSE SYSTEMS, INC., MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 10-16-1992. 


ASIASTAR 


FOR DIRECT BROADCAST SATELLITE COMMUNICA- 
TIONS SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


SN 74-322,843. DEFENSE SYSTEMS, INC., MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 10-16-1992. 


INDOSTAR 


FOR DIRECT BROADCAST SATELLITE COMMUNICA- 
TIONS SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 
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CLASS 38—(Continued). 


SN 74-322,844. DEFENSE SYSTEMS, INC., MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 10-16-1992. 


CARIBSTAR 


FOR DIRECT BROADCAST SATELLITE COMMUNICA- 
TIONS SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


SN 74-322,849. DEFENSE SYSTEMS, INC., MCLEAN, VA. 
FILED 10-16-1992. 


THAISTAR 


FOR DIRECT BROADCAST SATELLITE COMMUNICA- 
TIONS SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


SN 74-345,678. LOUISIANA EDUCATIONAL RESOURCE 
NETWORK, INC., DENVER, CO. FILED 1-5-1993. 


SATELLITE FIELD TRIP 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SATELLITE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR TELEVISION BROADCASTING SERVICES (US. 
CLS. 38 AND 104). 


SN 74-350,767. AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELE- 
GRAPH COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 1-21-1993. 


AT&T DIRECT SERVICES 


OWNER OF USS. REG. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DIRECT SERVICES”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES; NAMELY, 
INTERNATIONAL LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE 
SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


NOS. 1,296,936, 1,298,084 AND 


SN 74-384,407. AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELE- 
GRAPH COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 4-23-1993. 


CONTINUITY 


FOR TELECOMMUNICATION SERVICES; NAMELY, 
LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE SERVICE (U.S. CL. 104). 
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SN 74-389,514. BORLAND, GLORIA, DBA GLOBAL VIL- 
LAGE NETWORK, WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 
5-12-1993 


GLOBAL VILLAGE 
NETWORK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “NETWORK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR TELEVISION BROADCASTING AND CABLE 
TELEVISION BROADCASTING (U.S. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 8-0. 1991. 


SN 74-393,295. MCI COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, 
WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 5-21-1993 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CORPORATE TELECARD”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES; NAMELY, 
ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION OF VOICE AND INFOR- 
MATION (U.S. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 


SN 74-398,873. ICQ 
FILED 6-7-1993. 


NETWORK, INC., DENVER, CO 


FOR COMMUNICATIONS BROADCASTING SERVICE 
USING MULTIPLE FACSIMILE FACILITIES TO FAX A 
VARIETY OF MATERIALS SIMULTANEOUSLY (U.S. CL. 
104) 
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CLASS 38—(Continued). 


SN 74-402,498. PRIMESTAR PARTNERS, L.P., 
CYNWYD, PA. FILED 6-17-1993. 


BALA 


THE FUTURE OF 
SATELLITE TELEVISION 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,730,412. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SATELLITE TELEVISION”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR DIRECT BROADCAST SATELLITE TELEVISION 
TRANSMISSION SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


SN 74-404,513. CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS 
INC., MATTOON, IL. FILED 6-21-1993. 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE COMMUNICA- 
TION SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


SN 74-405,632. NYNEX CORPORATION, NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 6-25-1993 


CLICK. CLICK. 


FOR TELEPHONE COMMUNICATION SERVICES; 
NAMELY, PRIVATE LINE NETWORKS (U.S. CL. 104). 
FIRST USE 4-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-14-1993. 
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CLASS 38—(Continued). CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 


SN 74-407,028. LOCAL AREA TELECOMMUNICATIONS, 
INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-25-1993. SN 74-198,023. UPS INTERNATIONAL FORWARDING, 


INC., GREENWICH, CT. FILED 8-26-1991. 


MOBILEMEDIA 


FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND ADVANCED 
PAGING SERVICES; NAMELY, TRANSMISSION OF 
DATA AND INFORMATION VIA WIRELESS TELECOM- 
MUNICATIONS NETWORKS (U.S. CL. 104). 


FOR TRANSPORTATION OF PERSONAL PROPERTY 
FOR HIRE BY DIVERSE MODES OF TRANSPORTATION 


(U.S. CL. 105). 
FIRST USE 11-8-1990; INCOMMERCE 11-8-1990. 


SN 74-408,797. WOLF COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, 
HOUSTON, TX. FILED 7-6-1993. 


SN 74-341,903. MEYER’S MOVING & STORAGE, INC., 
LONG ISLAND CITY, NY. FILED 12-21-1992. 


THE LINING FEATURES IN THE DESIGN PORTION 
OF THE MARK ARE INHERENT ELEMENTS AND ARE 


NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE COLOR. MEYER’S MOVING & 


THE MARK COMPRISES “WORLDCOM” AND A STYL- STO GE 
IZED DESIGN OF A WORLD GLOBE. be A 
FOR ELECTRONIC MAIL SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MOVING & STORAGE”, APART FROM THE MARK 


AS SHOWN. 
SEC. 2(F). 
SN 74-410,014. TWIN CITIES PUBLIC TELEVISION, INC., _ FOR MOVING AND STORAGE SERVICES; NAMELY, 
DBA KTCA CHANNEL 2 AND DBA KTCI CHANNEL TRANSPORTATION OF GOODS BY LAND (US. CL. 105). 
17, SAINT PAUL, MN. FILED 7-2-1993. FIRST USE 7-0-1986, IN COMMERCE 7-0-1986. 


THE POWER OF 2 


FOR TELEVISION BROADCASTING SERVICES (U.S. 


CL. 104). 
FIRST USE 5-13-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-9-1992. 


SN 74-347,223. MERCEDES-BENZ AKTIENGESELL- 
SCHAFT, UNTERTURKHEIM, FED REP GERMANY, 
FILED 1-11-1993. 


SN 74-417,796. BELL ATLANTIC CORPORATION, PHILA- 


DELPHIA, PA. FILED 7-28-1993. SACRIFICE NOTHING 
AIRPAK 


FOR AUTOMOBILE LEASING SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 100 


FOR TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES; NAMELY, AND 105). 
CELLULAR TELEPHONE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). FIRST USE 9-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1992. 
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SN 74-371,256. G.S.A.. INTERNATIONAL, SHANNON, CO. 
CLARE, IRELAND, FILED 3-24-1993. 


THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLOR BLUE, 
AND APPLICANT CLAIMS COLOR AS PART OF ITS 
MARK. 


FOR TRANSPORTATION SERVICES BY AIR (U.S. CL. 
105). 


FIRST USE 12-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1991. 


SN 74-388,166. GENSTAR CONTAINER CORPORATION, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA. FILED 5-10-1993. 


GENSTAR 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,328,522. 
FOR TRANSPORTATION SERVICES BY LAND, SEA 


AND AIR AND STORAGE MANAGEMENT SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 105). 


FIRST USE 0-0-1981; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 


SN 74-393,222. MAID OF THE MIST CORPORATION, NI- 
AGARA FALLS, NY. FILED 5-21-1993. 


MAID OF THE MIST 


FOR SIGHTSEEING BOAT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 105). 
FIRST USE 6-0-1885; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1885. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 
CLASS 39—(Continued). 


SN 74-398,846. WORLDSPAN, L.P., KANSAS CITY, MO. 
FILED 6-7-1993. 


FOR PROVIDING TRAVEL 
TRAVEL AGENCIES (U.S. CL. 105). 
FIRST USE 10-10-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-10-1990. 


INFORMATION TO 


SN 74-398,890. STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, RALEIGH, 
NC. FILED 6-7-1993. 


GLOBAL TRANSPARK 


FOR TRANSPORTATION AND STORAGE SERVICES; 
NAMELY, AN INTERNATIONAL INTERMODAL AIR 
CARGO AIRPORT AND INDUSTRIAL CENTER (U.S. CL. 
105). 


FIRST USE 9-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 9-0-1991. 


SN 74-398,958. SPIEGEL, STEVEN J., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 6-8-1993. 


WHERE THE 
INFORMATION 
REVOLUTION FINDS REST 
AND RECREATION 


FOR TRAVEL AGENCY SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-400,076. AIR CANADA, MONTREAL, H4Y 1H4, 
CANADA, FILED 6-10-1993. 


A WELCOME DEPARTURE 


FOR AIR TRANSPORTATION SERVICES (U.S. CL. 105). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 
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CLASS 39—(Continued). 


SN 74-403,298. 
6-21-1993. 


AMNET, INC., NATICK, MA. FILED 


AMNET 


FOR PROVISION OF AMBULANCE AND CHAIR CAR 
SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 105). 


SN 74-404,458. ROADWAY GLOBAL AIR, INC., INDIAN- 
APOLIS, IN. FILED 6-21-1993. 


DRIVERS DIGITAL 
ASSISTANT 


FOR INTERNATIONAL AND DOMESTIC TRANSPOR- 
TATION, PICKUP AND DELIVERY OF FREIGHT BY 


AIR, INCLUDING THE TRACKING THEREOF (U.S. CL. 
105). 


SN 74-406,067. PARK, SHUTTLE & FLY INCORPORATED, 
EAST BOSTON, MA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


PARK, SHUTTLE & FLY 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,415,434 AND 1,771,889. 
SEC. 2(F). 

FOR AIRPORT PARKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 105). 
FIRST USE 11-18-1979; IN COMMERCE 11-18-1979. 


SN 74-407,276. MORE THAN MOVING & STORAGE INC., 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-29-1993. 


ON TIME-ON BUDGET-ON 
TARGET 


FOR MOVING VAN SERVICES AND STORAGE OF 
HOUSEHOLD AND COMMERCIAL GOODS AND DOCU- 
MENTS (U.S. CL. 105). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1990; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1991. 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 


SN 74-397,958. SEWTIQUE, INC., GROTON, CT. FILED 
6-7-1993. 


SEWTIQUE 


FOR TAILORING SERVICES AND CUSTOM DRESS- 
MAKING AND SUIT-MAKING SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 103 
AND 106). 

FIRST USE 4-1-1985; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1985. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


SN 74-161,943. GREATER ANCHORAGE, INC., ANCHOR- 
AGE, AK. FILED 4-29-1991. 


JR. WORLD 
CHAMPIONSHIP SLED DOG 
RACE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,350,002 AND 1,351,048. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “JR.” AND “CHAMPIONSHIP SLED DOG RACE”, 
APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR ORGANIZING AND CONDUCTING DOG SLED 
RACING TOURNAMENTS (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1985, FIRST USED IN ANOTHER FORM 
IN 1947; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1985, FIRST USED IN COM- 
MERCE IN ANOTHER FORM 1947. 


SN 74-206,564. TERRY COCHRANE PRODUCTIONS LIM- 
ITED, NEPEAN, ONTARIO K2E 7X1, CANADA, FILED 
9-24-1991. 





PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 685208, FILED 7-3-1991, REG. NO. 
TMA415,155, DATED 8-6-1993, EXPIRES 8-6-2008. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, A CON- 
TINUING HOME IMPROVEMENT SHOW DISTRIBUTED 
OVER TELEVISION AND HOME VIDEO (U.S. CL. 107). 
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CLASS 41—(Continued). 


SN 74-217,952. COMP USA INC., DALLAS, TX. FILED 
11-1-1991. 


COMPS? 


THE TRAINING SUPERCERTER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,323,011. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “USA” AND “TRAINING”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER TRAINING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 6-3-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-3-1991. 


SN 74-242,816. CLJ DESIGNS, INC., LA JOLLA, CA. FILED 
2-3-1992. 


CLUB LA JOLLA 


CALA FP e-BRIaA 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CLUB LA JOLLA” AND “CALIFORNIA”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR HEALTH CLUB SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 
107). 

FIRST USE 12-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 12-1-1991. 
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CLASS 41—(Continued). 


SN 74-277,848. SCHOOL ZONE INSTITUTE, 501 (C)-(3), 
CORRALES, NM. FILED 5-22-1992. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ARCHITECTURE AND CHILDREN”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR DEVELOPMENT AND DISSEMINATION OF EDU- 
CATIONAL MATERIALS TO TEACHERS AND CHIL- 
DREN WHICH EMANATE FROM THE FIELD OF ARCHI- 
TECTURE AND DESIGN (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 7-0-1984; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1985. 


SN 74-284,065. ANTHONY, FREDERICK, SAN FRANCIS- 
CO, CA. FILED 6-12-1992. 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF A MUSICAL AND VOCAL PERFORMANCE GROUP 
(U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-304,202. ARKANSAS EDUCATIONAL TELEVISION 
COMMISSION, DBA ARKANSAS EDUCATIONAL TEL- 
EVISION NETWORK AND/OR DBA AETN, CONWAY, 
AR. FILED 8-14-1992. 


ARKANSAS OUTDOORS 


SEC. 2(F). 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF A SPORTS, WILDLIFE, NATURE AND CONSERVA- 
TION TELEVISION PROGRAM SERIES (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 9-4-1987; IN COMMERCE 9-4-1987. 
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SN 74-339,787. LIFEGIFT ORGAN DONATION CENTER, 
HOUSTON, TX. FILED 12-14-1992. 


| Ata 


ransplants 


Sian 


OWNER OF USS. REG. NOS. 1,611,605 AND 1,612,426. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TEENS FOR TRANSPLANTS”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING CLASSES AND SEMINARS TO PROMOTE 
TEEN AWARENESS OF THE NEED FOR HUMAN 
ORGAN DONATION AND TRANSPLANTATION (U.S. 
CL. 107). 


FIRST USE 8-21-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-21-1992. 


SN 74-340,888. “JUST SAY NO” INTERNATIONAL, OAK- 
LAND, CA. FILED 12-17-1992. 


“JUST SAY NO” POWER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,756,484. 

FOR EDUCATION SERVICES IN THE NATURE OF 
WORKSHOPS, SEMINARS AND CONFERENCES IN THE 
FIELD OF ACADEMICS, HEALTH, SOCIAL DEVELOP- 
MENT AND DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-346,307. GLOBAL TOUCH INCORPORATED, OAK- 
LAND, CA. FILED 1-7-1993. 


EUROCHANNELS 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING SEMINARS IN THE FIELD OF BUSINESS 
MANAGEMENT, DISTRIBUTION OF PRODUCTS, COM- 
PUTERS AND ELECTRONIC MEDIA (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-348,321. WILLOW CREEK ASSOCIATION, 
BARRINGTON, IL. FILED 1-14-1993. 


WILLOW CREEK 
ASSOCIATION 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,509,646 AND 1,541,981. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ASSOCIATION”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ARRANGING AND CONDUCTING EDUCATION- 
AL CONFERENCES ON THE TOPIC OF CHURCH MINIS- 
TRY (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1992. 


SOUTH 
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CLASS 41—(Continued). 


SN 74-350,110. AMERICAN MUSIC CLUB, SAN FRANCIS- 
CO, CA. FILED 1-21-1993. 


AMC 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, LIVE 
PERFORMANCES BY A MUSICAL GROUP (US. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 7-1-1982; INCOMMERCE 9-1-1985. 


SN 74-350,426. VISUAL PRODUCTIONS ‘90 LTD., TORON- 
TO, ONTARIO, CANADA, FILED 1-21-1993. 


STORIES FROM THE 13TH 
FLOOR 


FOR PRODUCTION OF A SERIES OF DRAMATIC TEL- 
EVISION PROGRAMS (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 7-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-12-1992. 


SN 74-350,944. PURITAN-BENNETT CORPORATION, 
OVERLAND PARK, KS. FILED 1-22-1993. 


PERFECT HEALTH* 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HEALTH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING CLASSES, SEMINARS AND WORKSHOPS IN 
THE FIELD OF HEALTHCARE AND WELLNESS (U.S. 
CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 2-2-1990; IN COMMERCE 2-2-1990. 


SN 74-351,994. BERMAN, STEVEN, ATLANTA, GA. 
FILED 4-22-1993. 


CLAN OF THE 
HANDWAVERS 


FOR PLANNING CHARITABLE FUNDRAISING PAR- 
TIES AND NON-CHARITABLE SOCIAL PARTIES FEA- 
TURING ENTERTAINMENT IN THE NATURE OF LIVE 
MUSICAL PERFORMANCES AND DISC-JOCKEY PER- 
FORMANCES (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 8-4-1990; IN COMMERCE 8-4-1990. 
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SN 74-356,775. HUNTINGTON LEARNING CORPORA- 
TION, ORADELL, NJ. FILED 2-8-1993. 


HUNTINGTON EXAM PREP 
CENTER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “EXAM PREP CENTER”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING CLASSES, SEMINARS, AND WORKSHOPS IN 
THE FIELD OF PREPARATION FOR STANDARDIZED 
EXAMS (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1992. 


SN 74-362,768. WEST, VIVIEN, DBA NEW WORLD PRO- 
DUCTIONS, CANOGA PARK, CA. FILED 3-1-1993. 


THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLOR RED. 

THE MARK CONSISTS, IN PART, OF THE PICTORIAL 
REPRESENTATION OF LIPS FORMING THE LETTER 
“QO” 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, LIVE 


PERFORMANCES IN THE NATURE OF SCRIPTED 
PLAYS, DANCE PERFORMANCES AND MUSICAL PER- 
FORMANCES (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-364,820. CAMPBELL, WES, NASHVILLE, TN. AND 
FURLER, PETER, NASHVILLE, TN. FILED 3-5-1993. 


NEWSBOYS 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, LIVE 
MUSICAL PERFORMANCES OF A RELIGIOUS NATURE 
RENDERED BY A GROUP (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1987; INCOMMERCE 7-0-1990. 
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SN 74-365,609. DATASTREAM INTERNATIONAL LIMIT- 
ED, LONDON ECIY 2AL, ENGLAND, FILED 3-8-1993. 


DATASTREAM 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 878,404, 
OTHERS. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL COMPUTER TRAINING IN THE 
NATURE OF CLASSES, SEMINARS, CONFERENCES 
AND WORKSHOPS IN THE FIELD OF FINANCIAL IN- 
FORMATION AND RELATED RESEARCH AND DIS- 
SEMINATION OF EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS USED IN 
CONNECTION THEREWITH (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 7-30-1968; IN COMMERCE 7-30-1968. 


1,761,136 AND 


SN 74-366,992. FIRSTLIGHT PRODUCTIONS, INC., DBA 
FIRSTLIGHT, INC., REDMOND, WA. FILED 3-11-1993. 


FIRSTLIGHT 


FOR PRODUCTION OF MULTIMEDIA INFORMATION- 
AL VIDEO ON CD ROM DISKS FOR USE WITH COM- 
PUTERS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1991. 


SN 74-367,169. SOWELL, GARY, KERSHAW, SC. FILED 
3-11-1993. 


RACE AGAINST ILLEGAL 
DRUGS 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING SEMINARS, CONFERENCES AND WORK- 
SHOPS AND DISTRIBUTING EDUCATIONAL BRO- 
CHURES, POSTERS AND OTHER MATERIALS IN THE 
FIELD OF DRUG AWARENESS AND DRUG ABUSE 
EDUCATION (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-368,625. HAZELDEN FOUNDATION, CENTER 
CITY, MN. FILED 3-17-1993. 


ROOTS AND WINGS 


FOR ORGANIZING AND CONDUCTING LECTURES 
FOR PARENTS ABOUT PREVENTING ALCOHOL AND 
OTHER DRUG RELATED PROBLEMS AMONG THEIR 
CHILDREN (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1989; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1989. 
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SN 74-371,460. EMPLOYMENT CHANNEL, 


INC., THE, 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 3-24-1993. 


& 


The Employment Channel 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “EMPLOYMENT CHANNEL”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE MARK IS LINED FOR THE COLOR GRAY. 

FOR TELEVISION PROGRAM SERIES FEATURING 
JOB ADVERTISEMENTS AND EMPLOYMENT INFOR- 
MATION (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 12-12-1988; IN COMMERCE 12-12-1988. 


SN 74-374,412. CHOSEN PEOPLE MINISTRIES, 
CHARLOTTE, NC. FILED 4-1-1993 


INC., 


A TASTE OF ISRAEL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ISRAEL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CONDUCTING WORKSHOPS AND SEMINARS IN 
THE FIELD OF RELIGION, AND TEACHING IN THE 
FIELD OF RELIGION (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 1-14-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-14-1993. 
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SN 74-374,685. BENSON, ANTHONY, DETROIT, MI. 
FILED 4-2-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HOOP” AND “USA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR PROVIDING BASKETBALL TRAINING, EXHIBI- 
TION, COMPETITION AND RECREATIONAL FACILI- 
TIES (U.S. CI 107). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1992. 


SN 74-375,936. KVA CONSULTING, 
TON, IN. FILED 4-6-1993. 


KVA CONSULTING, INC. 


INC., BLOOMING- 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CONSULTING, INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR BUSINESS MANAGEMENT TRAINING; NAMELY, 
WORK TEAM DEVELOPMENT, TEAM MANAGEMENT, 
DIVERSITY TRAINING, ORGANIZATIONAL DEVELOP- 
MENT AND TECHNIQUES FOR STRENGTHENING THE 
FOUNDATION FOR COOPERATION WITHIN ORGANI- 
ZATIONS AND CONSULTING SERVICES IN CONNEC- 
TION THEREWITH (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 12-20-1989; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1992. 


SN 74-377,872. LACOPO, JAMES, LOS ANGELES, CA. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 


CAUGHT IN THE ACT 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF LIVE THEATRICAL SKETCHES AND COMEDY IM- 
PROVISATIONS GIVEN BY A PERFORMANCE TROUPE 
(U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 3-14-1986; IN COMMERCE 2-18-1992. 
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SN 74-378,031. SOUTHWEST ATHLETIC CONFERENCE, 
DALLAS, TX. FILED 4-9-1993. 


Oye 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DALLAS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN 

FOR CONDUCTING AND SPONSORING COLLEGE 
ATHLETIC COMPETITIONS AND ACTIVITIES REN- 
DERED LIVE AND THROUGH THE MEDIA OF RADIO 
AND TELEVISION (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 3-10-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-10-1993. 


SN 74-378,580. GONTHA, PETER F., SHERMAN OAKS, 
CA. AND MESMANA, ROY, SHERMAN OAKS, CA. 
FILED 4-14-1993. 


THE LINING IN THE DRAWING IS A FEATURE OF 
THE MARK AND IS NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE 
COLOR. 

FOR RECORDING STUDIOS; AND, ENTERTAINMENT 
SERVICES; NAMELY, NIGHTCLUBS (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-382,565. LANGDON, VERNE, SUN VALLEY, CA. 
FILED 4-26-1993 


SLAM U 


FOR EDUCATION AND ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES, 
IN PARTICULAR, GIVING INSTRUCTION IN AND CON- 
DUCTING CLASSES REGARDING THE SPORT OF 
WRESTLING (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 9-23-1989; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1992. 
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SN 74-389,519. BORLAND, GLORIA, DBA GLOBAL VIL- 
LAGE NETWORK, WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 
5-12-1993. 


GLOBAL VILLAGE 
NETWORK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “NETWORK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT IN THE NATURE OF TELEVI- 
SION NEWS SHOWS AND ON-GOING TELEVISION PRO- 
GRAMS, TELEVISION PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBU- 
TION OF TELEVISION PROGRAMMING TO CABLE 
TELEVISION SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 9-26-1990; IN COMMERCE 9-26-1990. 


SN 74-392,456. MTB ENTERTAINMENT, INC., WEST HOL- 
LYWOOD, CA. FILED 5-19-1993. 


BETTING ON THE FUTURE 


FOR ARRANGING AND CONDUCTING ENTERTAIN- 
MENT BENEFIT EVENTS (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 7-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1992. 


SN 74-393,408. NIA TECHNIQUE, INC., PORTLAND, OR. 
FILED 5-20-1993. 


NIA TECHNIQUE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TECHNIQUE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, OFFER- 
ING INSTRUCTION IN AEROBIC EXERCISE, DANCE, 
YOGA, MARTIAL ARTS, AND T’AI CHI (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 2-18-1984; IN COMMERCE 2-18-1984. 


SN 74-394,690. KING PUTT ASSOCIATES, VIRGINIA 
BEACH, VA. FILED 5-26-1993. 


PUTTERS WORLD 


FOR NATURAL GRASS GOLF PUTTING COURSE 
AND AMUSEMENT CENTER (U.S. CL. 107). 
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SN 74-396,617. DORMINY, JERRY A., DBA HOGS’ SN 74-398,988. WAY TO GO, INC., ROCKVILLE, MD. 
BREATH SALOON, FORT WALTON BEACH, FL. FILED 6-8-1993. 
FILED 6-1-1993. 


HOG’S BREATH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,292,830, 1,314,550 AND 
1,331,992. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT IN THE NATURE OF COM- 
PETITIVE SPORTING EVENTS; NAMELY, SAILING 
BOAT AND SAILBOARD RACES AND COMPETITIVE 
FOOT RACES AND WALKS (USS. CL. 107) 

FIRST USE 5-31-1977; IN COMMERCE 5-31-1977. 


FOR INSTRUCTING OTHERS IN WEIGHT AND SMOK- 
ING CONTROL THROUGH THE USE OF HYPNOSIS (U.S. 
CLS. 100 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 11-20-1975; INCOMMERCE 11-20-1975. 


SN 74-397,592. TEJON RANCH COMPANY, LEBEC, CA 
FILED 6-4-1993. 


SN 74-399,458. APPLEBY FOUNDATION, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 6-8-1993. 


TEJON RANCH 


ING HUNTING, CAMPING AND HIKING FACILITIES 
(U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1950; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1950. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,661,014, 1,671,340 AND \ Dd) 
1,683,157. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RANCH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. Sx 
THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “TEJON” IN THE 
MARK IS “BADGER”. 
FOR RECREATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, PROVID- 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “KIDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CRE- 
ATIVE MOVEMENT CLASSES FOR CHILDREN AND/OR 
ACCOMPANYING ADULTS (U.S. CL. 107). 
SN 74-398,000. GONZALEZ, GREGORY, LAGUNA FIRST USE 3-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1993. 
NIGUEL, CA. FILED 6-7-1993. 


SN 74-399,540. SLENDER CENTER, INC., MADISON, WI. 


COMPUTER PLAYGROUND _ Fitepe-+-1993. 


WHOLE HEALTH FOR 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO WHOLE LIFE 


USE “COMPUTER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, PROVID- FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, INDIVID- 
ING CLASSES FOR CHILDREN IN THE USE OF COM- UALIZED CONSULTATIONS ON WEIGHT MANAGE- 
PUTERS (U.S. CL. 107). MENT (U.S. CL. 107). 
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SN 74-400,017. CALLIS, STEVEN TRIGG, COLUMBIA, MO. 
FILED 6-10-1993. 


RICOCHET 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, PER- 
FORMANCES BY A MUSICAL GROUP (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-401,248. HEARST CORPORATION, THE, NEW 
YORK, NY. FILED 6-14-1993. 


SPORTS AFIELD FAMILY 
ADVENTURES 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,096,745. 

FOR TELEVISION SERVICES IN THE NATURE OF A 
SERIES OF ENTERTAINMENT AND EDUCATIONAL 
PROGRAMS CONCERNING OUTDOOR RECREATIONAL 
PURSUITS (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-402,638. COLE, FREDRICK, DBA DEAD MOON, 
CLACKAMAS, OR. AND COLE, KATHLEEN A., 
CLACKAMAS, OR. AND LOOMIS, ANDREW B., 
CLACKAMAS, OR. FILED 6-10-1993 


DEAD MOON 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF A MUSICAL GROUP (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 1-1-1988; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1988. 


SN 74-404,006. STARBURST INC., BEVERLY HILLS, CA. 
FILED 6-18-1993. 


ROCK YOUR BODY 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT IN THE NATURE OF ON- 
GOING TELEVISION PROGRAMS IN THE FIELD OF Ex- 
ERCISE, AEROBICS, FITNESS, HEALTH AND NUTRI- 
TION (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-404,520. MISKELL RESEARCH INTERNATIONAL, 
INC., COLUMBIA, MD. FILED 6-21-1993. 


RECRUITING EXCELLENCE 


FOR CONDUCTING TRAINING WORKSHOPS IN THE 
FIELD OF PROFESSIONAL RECRUITMENT, AND CON- 
SULTING IN CONNECTION THEREWITH (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 1-4-1993; INCOMMERCE 5-24-1993. 
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SN 74-404,725. LEAVITT, JACK, LOS ANGELES, CA. 
FILED 6-23-1993. 


HOLLYWOOD MILE RACE 
OF CHAMPIONS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RACE OF CHAMPIONS”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT IN THE NATURE OF MOTOR- 
CYCLE RACES (US. CL. 107). 


SN 74-404,987. DELEON, EUGENE, HOUSTON, TX. FILED 
6-24-1993. 


» A 
Oo 
AITOKY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RECYCLE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE MARK IS COMPRISED OF A FANCIFUL REPRE- 
SENTATION OF A GOAT AND CANS TOGETHER WITH 
THE WORDS “THE RECYCLE CYCLE THE RECYCLE 
CYCLE” IN STYLIZED LETTERING. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING SEMINARS, CLASSES AND TALKS IN THE 
FIELD OF RECYCLING (US. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 5-22-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-22-1993. 


SN 74-406,675. T.H. CREEARS CORPORATION, 
LAKE VILLAGE, CA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


WEST- 


SHOTWISE 


FOR MOTION PICTURE PRODUCTION AND SERV- 
ICES OF MAKING MOTION PICTURES FOR OTHERS 
(U.S. CL. 107). 
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SN 74-406,770. RINSTAR FILMS, INC., ATLANTA, GA. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


RINSTAR FILMS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FILMS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, THE 
PRODUCTION OF THEATRICAL MOTION PICTURES 
AND TELEVISION PROGRAMS FOR BROADCAST, 
CABLE AND/OR VIDEOCASSETTE DISTRIBUTION (U.S. 
CL. 107). 


SN 74-407,112. COX COMMUNICATIONS, INC., ATLAN- 
TA, GA. FILED 6-29-1993. 


SECOND CHANCE JACKPOT 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “JACKPOT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT IN THE NATURE OF ON- 
GOING RADIO PROGRAMS IN WHICH LISTENERS ARE 
AWARDED PRIZES (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-407,190. HOYT PUBLISHING COMPANY, CHICAGO, 
IL. FILED 6-28-1993. 


DESIGN OF THE TIMES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DESIGN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT IN THE NATURE OF COMPE- 
TITIONS IN THE FIELD OF DESIGN AND ENGINEER- 
ING OF POINT-OF PURCHASER DISPLAYS AND SIGNS 
(U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 11-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 11-1-1992. 


SN 74-408,220. BAGWELL COMMUNICATIONS, 
KNOXVILLE, TN. FILED 6-29-1993. 


INC., 


| Home| iketettes 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF A TELEVISION PROGRAM DEALING WITH HOME 
IMPROVEMENT AND RELATED TOPICS (U.S. CL. 107). 
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SN 74-408,312. ROLLERBLADE, 
MN. FILED 7-2-1993. 


INC., MINNETONKA, 


ROLLERBLADE RACING 
TEAM 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RACING TEAM”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF AN IN-LINE SKATING RACING TEAM (U.S. CL. 107). 


1,326,171, 1,745,359 AND 


SN 74-408,631. BRITISH PATHE NEWS LIMITED, 
LONDON WIR 7FB, ENGLAND, FILED 7-1-1993. 


A YEAR TO REMEMBER 


FOR TELEVISION PROGRAMMING SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 107). 


SN 74-409,424. INDIANAPOLIS MOTOR SPEEDWAY COR- 
PORATION, SPEEDWAY, IN. FILED 7-6-1993. 


BRICKYARD CROSSING 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,728,302. 
FOR GOLF COURSE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-409,498. HAMMERBOX, SEATTLE, WA. FILED 
7-6-1993. 


HAMMERBOX 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, REN- 
DERING LIVE PERFORMANCES BY A VOCAL AND IN- 
STRUMENTAL GROUP (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1989; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1990. 


SN 74-409,851. JOHNS, THOMAS, ATLANTA, GA. FILED 
7-1-1993. 


SECTION 8 MOB 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, LIVE, 
VOCAL AND INSTRUMENTAL PERFORMANCES BY A 
MUSICAL GROUP (U.S. CL. 107). 
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SN 74-410,219. INTERSTATE BATTERY SYSTEM INTER- 
NATIONAL, INC., DALLAS, TX. FILED 7-6-1993. 


PROCLINIC 


FOR CONDUCTING INFORMATION AND TRAINING 
CLASSES RELATED TO VEHICLE ELECTRICAL SYS- 
TEMS (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-410,884. HOMESPUN ENTERTAINMENT, INC., SAN 
MARCOS, CA. FILED 7-9-1993. 


AMERICAN PASTIME 
NETWORK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “AMERICAN” AND “NETWORK”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF A SERIES OF CRAFT AND HOBBY TELEVISION 
PROGRAMS (U.S. CL. 107). 


SN 74-411,264. CHRONICLE PUBLISHING COMPANY, 
THE, SAN FRANCISCO, CA. FILED 7-12-1993. 


FIRST CUT 


FOR TELEVISION PROGRAMMING SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 107). 


SN 74-412,608. ERI MAX ENTERTAINMENT, INC., PROVI- 
DENCE, RI. FILED 7-15-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VIDEO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RENTAL OF VIDEOTAPE CASSETTES (U.S. CLS. 
100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 7-15-1992; INCOMMERCE 10-15-1992. 


SN 74-413,017. ENLIGHTENED ENTERTAINMENT PART- 
NERS, L.P., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 7-16-1993. 


SPLATTERBATTLE 


FOR PRODUCTION OF MOVIES, AUDIO-VISUAL 


TAPES AND TELEVISION SHOWS (U.S. CL. 107). 
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SN 74-413,610. DICK BROADCASTING OF NORTH CARO- 
LINA, INC., GREENSBORO, NC. FILED 7-14-1993. 


MURPHY IN THE 
MORNING 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF AN ON-GOING RADIO PROGRAM (U.S. CL. 104). 
FIRST USE 1-31-1992; INCOMMERCE 1-31-1992. 


SN 74-414,631. HEARTSPRING, INC., AKA INSTITUTE OF 
LOGOPEDICS, INC., WICHITA, KS. FILED 7-12-1993. 


ve 


FOR NON PROFIT SCHOOL FOR DISABLED CHIL- 
DREN (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 11-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 11-1-1991. 


SN 74-414,632. HEARTSPRING, INC., AKA INSTITUTE OF 
LOGOPEDICS, INC., WICHITA, KS. FILED 7-12-1993. 


HEARTSPRING 


FOR NON PROFIT SCHOOL FOR DISABLED CHIL- 
DREN (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 1-15-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-15-1993. 


SN 74-416,283. 
7-22-1993. 


HINGE INC., CHICAGO, IL. FILED 


HINGE 


FOR RECORDING STUDIO AND MUSIC PRODUCTION 
SERVICES (U.S. CL. 107). 
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SN 74-416,304. HORN ABBOT LTD., TORONTO, ONTARIO, 
CANADA, FILED 7-22-1993. 


TRIVIAL PURSUIT 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE FORM OF 
A TELEVISION GAME SHOW (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 6-7-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-7-1993. 


SN 74-419,409. HUMEDICO, INC., EDEN PRAIRIE, MN. 
FILED 7-29-1993. 


TAKE FIVE 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, CON- 
DUCTING CLASSES AND SEMINARS IN THE FIELD OF 
HEALTH AND WELL BEING OF PEOPLE WITH CHRON- 
IC DISEASES (U.S. CL. 107). 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


SN 74-117,346. INTERNATIONAL FORD RETRACTABLE 
CLUB, JERSEYVILLE, IL. FILED 11-21-1990. 


SEC. 2(F) AS TO “INTERNATIONAL RETRACTABLE 
CLUB”. 

FOR AUTOMOBILE COLLECTOR CLUB SERVICES 
(U.S. CLS. 100, 103 AND 105). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1981; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1981. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 42—(Continued). 


SN 74-131,574. CASBARIAN, ARSHAG A., NEW ORLE- 
ANS, LA. FILED 1-18-1991. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RESTAURANT” AND “SINCE 1918”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS IN FACT 
A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND IS NOT INTENDED 
TO INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1979; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1979. 


SN 74-169,420. WINDOW & BED COVERS INC., LONDON, 
ONTARIO, CANADA N6L 1A8, CANADA, FILED 
5-23-1991. 


Lovers 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON CANADA 
APPLICATION NO. 680808, FILED 4-25-1991, REG. NO. 
T™MA407438, DATED 1-29-1993, EXPIRES 1-29-2008. 

FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
HOME DECORATING ACCESSORIES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-185,319. BROOKS, J. WILLIAM, MINNEAPOLIS, 
MN. FILED 7-15-1991. 


BROOKSTONE INN 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LODGING AND WAYSIDE INN SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 9-1-1990; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1990. 
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SN 74-187,563. HILTON HOTELS CORPORATION, BEVER- 
LY HILLS, CA. FILED 7-22-1991. 


KABBY’S 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 1-15-1984; IN COMMERCE 1-15-1984. 


SN 74-216,926. PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF COLORA- 


DO, DENVER, CO. FILED 10-30-1991. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,384,692. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HOME” AND “PUBLIC SERVICE”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLOR RED. 

THE MARK IS CIRCULAR IN FORM WITH RED BACK- 
GROUND AND WHITE LETTERING AND THE HOUSE 
SYMBOL WITHIN THE MARK IS WHITE. 

FOR PROMOTING THE PUBLIC AWARENESS OF THE 
NEED FOR ENERGY EFFICIENT HOMES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 1-28-1988; IN COMMERCE 9-13-1990. 


SN 74-266,902. POTOMAC GROUP, 
VILLE, TN. FILED 4-16-1992. 


INC., THE, NASH- 


MEDIFAX 


FOR PROVISION TO HEALTH CARE PROVIDERS 
(NAMELY, HOSPITALS, PHYSICIANS, CLINICS, AMBU- 
LANCE SERVICES, CLINICAL LABS AND ANY PERSON 
OR ENTITY PROVIDING MEDICAL CARE TO PA- 
TIENTS) OF IMMEDIATE ACCESS THROUGH POINT OF 
SERVICE TERMINALS OR PC TERMINALS TO PA- 
TIENT-RELATED INFORMATION USEFUL IN VERIFY- 
ING MEDICAID ELIGIBILITY AND COVERAGE (U.S. 
CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 4-29-1988; IN COMMERCE 4-29-1988. 
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SN 74-294,561. CULLIGAN INTERNATIONAL COMPANY, 
NORTHBROOK, IL. FILED 7-16-1992. 


WATERWATCH 


FOR PROVIDING INFORMATION RELATING TO 
WATER PRODUCTS AND SERVICES VIA A _ TELE- 
PHONE HOTLINE (U.S. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1986; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1986. 


SN 74-315,623. SUPERIOR HOME HEALTH CARE OF 
CHATTANOOGA, INC., CHATTANOOGA, TN. FILED 
9-21-1992. 


* Superior Home Care 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,637,928. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HOME CARE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F) AS TO “SUPERIOR”. 

FOR HOME HEALTH CARE SERVICES INCLUDING 
SKILLED NURSING CARE; PHYSICAL, OCCUPATIONAL 
OR SPEECH THERAPY; MEDICAL SOCIAL SERVICES; 
HOME HEALTH AIDE SERVICES AND HOMEMAKERS 
SERVICES; AND ASSISTING PATIENTS IN OBTAINING 
MEDICAL SUPPLIES AND APPLIANCES (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 107). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1990; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1990. 


SN 74-316,854. GRAYTOR PRINTING COMPANY, 
LYNDHURST, NJ. FILED 9-24-1992. 


INC., 


GRAPHICS 2000 


FOR PROVIDING CUSTOM PRINTING SERVICES TO 
THE ORDER AND SPECIFICATIONS OF OTHERS (U.S. 
CLS. 100 AND 101). 


SN 74-317,624. STRAWBRIDGE & CLOTHIER, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA. FILED 9-24-1992. 


VP 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,770,688. 

FOR RETAIL DEPARTMENT STORE SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 8-7-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-7-1992. 
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SN 74-319,196. FORT WORTH OSTEOPATHIC HOSPITAL, 
INC., DBA OSTEOPATHIC MEDICAL CENTER OF 
TEXAS, FORT WORTH, TX. FILED 9-30-1992. 


= = 


THE LINING IN 
COLOR GREEN. 

FOR HOSPITAL SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1991. 


THE DRAWING INDICATES THE 


SN 74-322,395. TAGGETT, MICHAEL BLAKE, HURRI- 
CANE, UT. FILED 10-14-1992. 


CHUMLEY’S CAFE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CAFE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
SEC. 2(F). 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 8-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1988. 


SN 74-326,202. STREETS & AVENUES RESTAURANT 
CORPORATION, GREENSBORO, NC. FILED 10-27-1992. 


THE GATE CITY CHOP 
HOUSE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CHOP HOUSE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-337,873. BARCELO INTERNATIONAL CORPORA- 
TION, MIAMI, FL. FILED 12-7-1992. 


+ 


Barcelo 


FOR TRAVEL AGENCY SERVICES; NAMELY, 
MAKING HOTEL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR TRAVEL- 
ERS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 105). 


SN 74-339,200. NATURE COMPANY, THE, BERKELEY, 
CA. FILED 12-11-1992. 


SCIENTIFIC REVOLUTION 


FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES FEATURING SCIEN- 
TIFIC, TECHNOLOGICAL AND EDUCATIONAL PROD- 
UCTS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 4-22-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-22-1993. 


SN 74-340,603. GEO. A. MORLAN PLUMBING & APPLI- 
ANCE CO., PORTLAND, OR. FILED 12-16-1992. 


THE STIPPLING FEATURES IN THE MARK ARE IN- 
HERENT ELEMENTS AND ARE NOT INTENDED TO IN- 
DICATE COLOR. 

THE MARK COMPRISES A STYLIZED WATER 
HEATER DESIGN WITH A CROWN THEREON. 

FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
PLUMBING SUPPLIES (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1985, FIRST USED IN ANOTHER FORM 
IN 1948; INCOMMERCE 0-0-1985. 
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SN 74-341,589. CLARK OIL & REFINING CORPORATION, _SN 74-344,876. OREGON CABIN FEVER, INC., SUNRIVER, 
ST. LOUIS, MO. FILED 12-21-1992. OR. FILED 12-31-1992. 


VALUE DRIVEN CABIN FEVER 


FOR SERVICE STATIONS (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 
FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES SPECIALIZING IN 
GENERAL MERCHANDISE; NAMELY, SOAPS, PER- 
FUMES, BODY CREAMS, LOTIONS, SHAMPOOS, BATH 
SALTS, BATH SPONGES, CANDLES, PASTA, TEA, 
COFFEE, SELTZER, GRANOLA, COOKBOOKS, WILD- 
LIFE BOOKS, BIRD HOUSE BOOKS, GREETING CARDS, 
SN ote SBUS, INC. SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED pitLOWS AND SMALL ITEMS OF FURNITURE IN- 
CLUDING HAND-PAINTED NIGHT STANDS (US. CL. 
101). 
FIRST USE 12-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1991. 


ESE 


FOR DESIGN OF COMPUTER HARDWARE AND 
SOFTWARE FOR OTHERS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 
FIRST USE 8-5-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-5-1992. 


SN 74-345,018. MAXSON, ROBERT W., CHAMBLEE, GA. 
FILED 1-4-1993. 


SN 74-342,362. BLOOM, CHRISTOPHER J., SEAL BEACH, 
CA. FILED 12-21-1992. DRIVEQUE 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


icture 
(o2your — 
Ee SN 74-346,606. WARREN ROGERS ASSOCIATES, INC., 


MIDDLETOWN, RI. FILED 1-8-1993. 


FOR CUSTOM IMPRINTING OF CLOTHING, FABRIC 
BAGS AND DRINKING MUGS WITH DECORATIVE 
PHOTOGRAPHS (US. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 8-27-1992; INCOMMERCE 9-1-1992. 


12-31-1992. 


SN 74-344,648. TRIANE, SOL TA, SONOMA, CA. FILED j ® 


LOVESTREAM 


FOR MINISTERIAL SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
ENERGY HEALING AND ENERGETIC TRANSFORMA- FOR LEAK DETECTION SERVICES FOR UNDER- 
TION (U.S. CL. 100). GROUND STORAGE TANKS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 
FIRST USE 3-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-14-1992. FIRST USE 0-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1990. 
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SN 74-347,134. INTERNATIONAL BUSINESS MACHINES 
CORPORATION, ARMONK, NY. FILED 1-11-1993. 


Power Open 


FOR COMPUTER CONSULTATION SERVICES FOR 
DETERMINING COMPLIANCE WITH A SPECIFIC COM- 
PUTER ARCHITECTURE (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 


SN 74-347,944. SAFE STREETS ALLIANCE, WASHING- 
TON, DC. FILED 1-13-1993 


OPERATION SAFE STREETS 


FOR PROMOTING PUBLIC AWARENESS AND 
KNOWLEDGE OF THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 
AND THE CAUSE OF REDUCTION OF CRIME (U.S. CLS. 
100 AND 107). 


FIRST USE 2-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1993. 


SN 74-347,946. NATIONAL ASSOCIATION FOR FEMALE 
EXECUTIVES, INC., NEW YORK, NY. FILED 1-13-1993. 


50/50 BY 2000 


FOR ASSOCIATION SERVICES; NAMELY, PROMOT- 
ING THE INTERESTS OF FEMALE EXECUTIVES (U.S. 
CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1993. 


SN 74-347,947. HARDIN, PAMELA L., DBA BACK IN 
TIME, FOREST PARK, GA. AND HARDIN, JAMES D., 
DBA BACK IN TIME, FOREST PARK, GA. FILED 
1-13-1993. 


BACK IN TIME 


FOR PREPARING HISTORICAL THEME PORTRAITS 
FOR OTHERS AND PREPARING HISTORICAL FINE 
ART FOR OTHERS (US. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 10-30-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-30-1991. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-351,526. NATURE COMPANY, THE, BERKELEY, 
CA. FILED 1-25-1993. 


GARDENSPIRIT 


FOR RETAIL STORES AND MAIL ORDER CATA- 
LOGUE SERVICES, FEATURING GARDEN SUPPLIES, 
AND PRODUCTS USED, WORN, AND SEEN IN GAR- 
DENS (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-353,927. STATEKRAFT COMPUTING, INC., ANN 
ARBOR, MI. FILED 1-28-1993. 


STATEKRAFT COMPUTING, 
INC. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COMPUTING, INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR WHOLESALE AND RETAIL TELEPHONE OR- 
DERING SERVICE FEATURING NEW AND USED COM- 
PUTERS AND PERIPHERAL COMPUTER EQUIPMENT 
(U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-355,340. WHOLOHAN GRILL AND PARTNERS, 
SAN DIEGO, CA. FILED 2-3-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PARTNERS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR ENGINEERING SERVICES IN THE FIELDS OF 
OIL AND GAS, MARINE, OFFSHORE, PIPELINE AND 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1991. 
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SN 74-356,780. SANTA BARBARA-ANTIGUA LAND DE- 


VELOPMENT LTD., BOCA RATON, FL. FILED 
2-8-1993. 


OWNER OF US. REG. NO. 1,483,878. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BEACH CLUB”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A 
FEATURE OF THE MARK, AND IS NOT INTENDED TO 
INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR HOTEL SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1992. 


SN 74-356,832. PAGANES, RICHARD, NAPLES, FL. FILED 
2-8-1993. 


SPEEDY KEYS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “KEYS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LOCKSMITH SERVICES, PARTICULARLY IN 
CONNECTION WITH THE INSTALLATION AND 
REPAIR OF LOCKS AND SECURITY DEVICES (U.S. CLS. 
100 AND 103). 


SN 74-361,141. IMAGINATION LIMITED, SOUTH CRES- 
CENT, LONDON WCIE 7BL, ENGLAND, FILED 


2-22-1993. 


OWNER OF UNITED KINGDOM REG. NO. B1,281,440, 
DATED 10-1-1986, EXPIRES 10-1-2007. 

FOR CONSULTANCY SERVICES RELATING TO AR- 
CHITECTURAL DESIGN AND DESIGN CONSULTANCY 
SERVICES RELATING TO EXHIBITIONS (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1988. 
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SN 74-361,212. WORLD YACHT, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 2-22-1993. 


HUDSON RIVER DAY LINE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HUDSON RIVER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-361,645. ATRIUM TECHNOLOGIES, AUSTIN, TX. 
FILED 2-24-1993. 


sesame 


s 


4 
4 


f 
a 


A Valuable Partner On The Road To Distributed Open Systems 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TECHNOLOGIES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE LINING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A FEA- 
TURE OF THE MARK AND IS NOT INTENDED TO INDI- 
CATE COLOR. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE DESIGN FOR OTHERS 
(U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 12-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-1-1992. 


SN 74-365,864. BRETT, MARK, ANDOVER, CT. FILED 
3-5-1993. 


fp 
Ositiveé 
€GA 
wemnllves 


FOR PHOTOGRAPHIC SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 12-19-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-19-1992. 
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SN 74-368,172. BENAU, PETER, DBA CREATURE FEA- 
TURES, NEW YORK, NY. FILED 3-15-1993. 


FOR RETAIL AND WHOLESALE STORES AND SERV- 
ICES FEATURING PET PRODUCTS AND SUPPLIES, 
GROOMING SERVICES FOR PETS, PET FOODS AND 
ACCESSORIES (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1982; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1982. 


SN 74-369,170. GREEN, JAMES, DBA J & J FISH, ST. 
SIMONS ISLAND, GA. FILED 3-19-1993. 


J J FISH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,708,856. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FISH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 3-18-1982; INCOMMERCE 3-18-1982. 


SN 74-370,580. WEINSTOCK BLUEMEL, INC., BALDWIN, 
MD. FILED 3-22-1993. 


WEINSTOCK] BLUEMEL, INC. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE NAME “WEINSTOCK BLUEMEL” IN THE MARK 
DOES NOT IDENTIFY A PARTICULAR LIVING INDI- 
VIDUAL. 

FOR NURSERY SERVICES FEATURING PLANTS AND 
GRASSES; AND MAIL ORDER SERVICES FEATURING 
PLANTS AND GRASSES (U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 103). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1992. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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SN 74-374,897. FRIENDLY PRODUCTIONS OF TEXAS, 
INC., FORT WORTH, TX. FILED 4-2-1993. 


FRIENDLY PRODUCTIONS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PRODUCTIONS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR CUSTOM PRINTING AND EMBOSSING OF ITEMS 
IN BRAILLE (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-375,382. NATIONAL EVALUATION SYSTEMS, INC., 
DBA NES, AMHERST, MA. FILED 4-5-1993. 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR STANDARDIZED TESTING SERVICES; NAMELY, 
PREPARING, ADMINISTERING AND SCORING OF 
STANDARDIZED TESTS OF EDUCATORS (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 1-31-1991; IN COMMERCE 1-31-1991. 


SN 74-375,455. NATIONAL EVALUATION SYSTEMS, INC., 
DBA NES, AMHERST, MA. FILED 4-5-1993. 


NYSTCE 


FOR STANDARDIZED TESTING SERVICES; NAMELY, 
PREPARING, ADMINISTERING AND SCORING OF 
STANDARDIZED TESTS OF EDUCATORS (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 1-31-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-31-1991. 
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SN 74-377,601. RATTY, DONALD, BAKERSFIELD, CA. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DRS.” AND “OPTOMETRISTS”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 


FOR OPTOMETRY SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 12-1-1986; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1986. 


SN 74-378,144. C'S FRANCHISE, INC., ORLANDO, FL. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,398,965. 
FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 9-1-1985; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1985. 


SN 74-380,583. AFRICAN WILDLIFE FOUNDATION, 
WASHINGTON, DC. FILED 4-20-1993. 


NEIGHBORS AS PARTNERS 


FOR COLLECTING AND MARKETING VILLAGE ART 
WORK IN SUPPORT OF WILDLIFE CONSERVATION 
(U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-381,551. BASS COUNTRY INN, INC., SPRINGFIELD, 
MO. FILED 4-22-1993. 


BASS COUNTRY INN 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR HOTEL AND MOTEL SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
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SN 74-381,861. POPULAR CLUB PLAN, INC., GARFIELD, 
NJ. FILED 4-23-1993. 


BETTER YOUR LIFE 


FOR RETAIL MAIL ORDER CATALOG SERVICES IN 
THE FIELDS OF CLOTHING AND GENERAL MER- 
CHANDISE (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 12-22-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-22-1992. 


SN 74-382,108. WEBER FEED OF FAIRFAX, INC., FAIR- 
FAX, VA. FILED 4-26-1993. 


WEBER’S PET 
SUPERMARKET 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PET SUPERMARKET”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR DISTRIBUTORSHIP SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
FOOD AND SUPPLIES FOR WILD AND DOMESTIC 
CREATURES SUCH AS BIRDS, FISH, SNAKES, CATTLE, 
CATS AND DOGS (US. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 10-31-1991; INCOMMERCE 12-1-1991. 


SN 74-385,413. WHITE, KIMBERLY, DBA CROCODILE 
PIE, LIBERTYVILLE, IL. AND WHITE, MILES, DBA 
CROCODILE PIE, LIBERTYVILLE, IL. FILED 5-3-1993. 


FOR RETAIL STORES RELATING TO THE SALE OF 
CHILDREN’S BOOKS, CARDS, CASSETTES, TOYS AND 
GIFT BASKETS (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 8-7-1989; IN COMMERCE 8-7-1989. 
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SN 74-385,625. NORTHERN AUTOMOTIVE CORPORA- 
TION, PHOENIX, AZ. FILED 5-3-1993. 


GET THE JOB DONE 


FOR WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STORE SERVICES 
FEATURING AUTOMOTIVE PARTS AND ACCESSORIES 
(U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 


FIRST USE 3-27-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-27-1993. 


SN 74-385,896. BARNEY, KATHY A., MT. PLEASANT, IA. 
FILED 5-3-1993. 


WwW BEATS Ar 


THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLOR RED. 

FOR PERSONAL FITNESS AND WELLNESS CON- 
SULTING SERVICE (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 2-18-1992; IN COMMERCE 1-5-1993. 


SN 74-385,937. LASHLY-HEAD, CLAIRE LOUISE, DBA 
THE CONNECTION FOR LIFELONG LEARNING, 
FOUNTAIN HILLS, AZ. FILED 5-3-1993. 


The Connection 
for 
Lifelong Learning 


FOR COUNSELING SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF PER- 
SONAL REHABILITATION; NAMELY, ALLEVIATING 
MENTAL STRESS (U.S. CL. 100). 


FIRST USE 7-27-1982; IN COMMERCE 7-27-1982. 


SN 74-386,243. LEEJAY, 
4-30-1993. 


INC., NORWOOD, MA. FILED 


LEEJAY LINENS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LINENS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
LINENS AND DOMESTICS (U.S. CL. 101). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 42—(Continued). 


SN 74-386,510. [A CORPORATION, ALAMEDA, CA. FILED 
5-3-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,402,916. 

THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT REPRESENT COLOR. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A JIGSAW PUZZLE PIECE 
AGAINST A LINED BACKGROUND. 

FOR SYSTEMS INTEGRATION SERVICES FOR INTE- 
GRATION OF COMPUTER SYSTEMS FOR DOCUMENT- 
IMAGE PROCESSING AND MANAGEMENT (US. CLS. 
100 AND 101). 


FIRST USE 1-6-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-6-1993. 


SN 74-386,871. WHITE, KIMBERLY, DBA CROCODILE 
PIE, LIBERTYVILLE, IL. AND WHITE, MILES, DBA 
CROCODILE PIE, LIBERTYVILLE, IL. FILED 5-6-1993. 


CROCODILE PIE 


FOR RETAIL STORES RELATING TO THE SALE OF 
CHILDREN’S BOOKS, CARDS, CASSETTES, TOYS AND 
GIFT BASKETS (U.S. CL. 101). 


FIRST USE 8-7-1989; IN COMMERCE 8-7-1989. 
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SN 74-387,957. 
DALLAS, TX. FILED 5-10-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,618,084 AND 1,618,085. 
SEC. 2(F). 

FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 1-16-1985; IN COMMERCE 1-16-1985. 


SN 74-388,473. SCANDINAVIA INN AND CHALETS, INC., 
STOWE, VT. FILED 5-10-1993. 


THE HOME OF THE 
TROLLS 


FOR HOTELS AND RETAIL GIFT SHOPS (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 101). 


FIRST USE 7-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-15-1992. 


SN 74-389,209. COLBERTS, INC., DALLAS, TX. FILED 
5-7-1993. 


SUZANNE’S DISCOUNT 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DISCOUNT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


FOR RETAIL CLOTHING STORE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
100). 


SN 74-389,909. WORD TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS, INC., ST. 
LOUIS, MO. FILED 5-12-1993. 


WTS 


FOR RETAIL OFFICE AND COMPUTER SUPPLY MAIL 
ORDER, CATALOG AND DIRECT SALES SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 7-17-1989; IN COMMERCE 7-17-1989. 
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SN 74-390,730. VILLAGE GARDENS, 
SPRINGS, MO. FILED 5-17-1993. 


THE, BLUE 


VILLAGE 
GARDENS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ROSES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
FLOWERS (US. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 1-22-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-22-1993 


SN 74-392,673. TOGETHER EVERYONE ACHIEVES 
MORE ASSOCIATES, INC., MARENGO, IL. FILED 
5-20-1993. 


Professional 
Beauty 
= {Buying Group 


Associates 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ASSOCIATES” OR “PROFESSIONAL BEAUTY 
BUYING GROUP”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORSHIP SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF BEAUTY AIDS (U.S. CL. 101). 
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SN 74-393,599. ARG ENTERPRISES, INC., LOS ALTOS, 
CA. FILED 5-24-1993 


SEL 
V 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SPORTS GRILL & BAR”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 1-31-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-31-1993. 


SN 74-393,959. BIIS CORPORATION, HERNDON, VA. 
FILED 5-24-1993. 


als 


FOR SERVICES RELATING TO COMPUTER SOFT- 
WARE; NAMELY, DESIGNING AND DEVELOPING 
COMPUTER-BASED ELECTRONIC DOCUMENT IMAGE 
PROCESSING SYSTEMS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 

FIRST USE 7-2-1990; INCOMMERCE 11-1-1991. 


SN 74-394,521. KMART PROPERTIES, INC., TROY, MI. 
FILED 5-24-1993. 


KMART VALUE PLUS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 743,912, 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VALUE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL TIRE STORE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 1-31-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-31-1993. 


1,710,545 AND 


SN 74-395,434. NBO STORES, 


SN 74-396,083. 
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INC., FAIRLAWN, NJ. 
FILED 5-24-1993. 


NBO YOU CAN’T GO 
WRONG 


FOR RETAIL CLOTHING STORE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 


101). 


GEOINTELLIGENCE SYSTEMS, 
TAIPEI, TAIWAN, FILED 5-28-1993. 


GEOINTELLIGENCE 
SYSTEMS 


INC., 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “SYSTEMS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


FOR CONSULTING SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF GE- 


OGRAPHIC INFORMATION (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-396,264. DIAL A MATTRESS, INC., LONG ISLAND 


CITY, NY. FILED 6-1-1993. 


DIAL-A-PEDIC 


FOR TELEPHONE SHOP-AT-HOME RETAIL SALES 


SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF ORTHOPEDIC MAT- 
TRESSES (U.S. CL. 100). 


FIRST USE 3-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 


SN 74-397,388. NEW VALOIS RESTAURANT, INC., THE, 


DBA THE VALOIS RESTAURANT, CHICAGO, IL. 
FILED 6-1-1993. 


SEE YOUR FOOD 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1972; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1972. 


SN 74-397,852. TEJON RANCH COMPANY, LEBEC, CA. 


FILED 6-4-1993. 


TEJON RANCH 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
1,683,157. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RANCH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “TEJON” IN THE 
MARK IS “BADGER”. 

FOR HORSE BREEDING AND STUD SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 100). 


1,661,014, 1,671,340 AND 





T™< 232 


CLASS 42—(Continued). 


SN 74-397,853. TEJON RANCH COMPANY, LEBEC, CA. 
FILED 6-4-1993. 


TEJON RANCH 


OWNER OF USS. REG. 
1,683,157. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RANCH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF “TEJON” IN THE 
MARK IS “BADGER”. 

FOR HORSE BREEDING AND STUD SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 100). 


NOS. 1,661,014, 1,671,340 AND 


SN 74-397,964. SOLARDYNE CORPORATION, GAINES- 
VILLE, FL. FILED 6-7-1993. 


SOLARDYNE 


FOR RESEARCH AND PRODUCT DEVELOPMENT 
FOR OTHERS IN SOLAR TECHNOLOGIES (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 101). 

FIRST USE 4-30-1991; IN COMMERCE 3-27-1993. 


SN 74-398,144. BAY AREA BAGEL, INC., DBA HOLEY 
BAGEL, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, CA. FILED 6-2-1993. 


HOLEY BAGEL BAGELS 
WITH A NEW YORK 
ACCENT 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BAGEL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 10-20-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-20-1992. 


SN 74-399,713. HERMELIN, ARNOLD, SUMMERLAND 


KEY, FL. FILED 6-8-1993. 


UNTIE 


FOR HEALTH THERAPY SERVICES; NAMELY, SOFT 


TISSUE MOBILIZATION (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 0-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1988. 
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SN 74-399,994. ALAMO IRON WORKS, INC., SAN ANTO- 


NIO, TX. FILED 6-7-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE THE CHASING ARROW RECYCLING SYMBOL, 
APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PROVIDING ENVIRONMENTAL WASTE MAN- 
AGEMENT FOR INDUSTRIES (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 


SN 74-400,953. CYLIX COMMUNICATIONS CORPORA- 
TION, MEMPHIS, TN. FILED 6-14-1993. 


SENTINEL 


FOR COMPUTER NETWORK SERVICES; NAMELY, 
COMPUTER NETWORK PROBLEM MONITORING (U.S. 
CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 4-30-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-30-1993. 


SN 74-402,162. TELERENT LEASING CORPORATION, 
RALEIGH, NC. FILED 6-16-1993. 


VENDOR CAPITAL GROUP 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GROUP”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR APPLIANCE LEASING SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 101). 
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SN 74-402,168. S&A RESTAURANT CORP., DALLAS, TX. 
FILED 6-16-1993. 


ou 
SIDE ST.GRILL 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 861,153 AND 862,253. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GRILL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-402,511. QUORUM LITIGATION SERVICES, INC., 
MINNEAPOLIS, MN. FILED 6-17-1993. 


COMPUTECHS 


FOR TEMPORARY EMPLOYMENT AGENCY SERV- 
ICES; NAMELY, SUPPLIES THE LEGAL INDUSTRY 
ITH TEMPORARY COMPUTER TECHNICIANS (U.S. 
L. 100). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 


IN 74-402,910. SHONEY’S, INC., NASHVILLE, TN. FILED 
6-18-1993. 


THE GREAT LITTLE 
SEAFOOD HOUSE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
“SEAFOOD”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 


FIRST USE 2-4-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-4-1993. 
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SN 74-403,098. SULTAN & SONS, INC., POMPANO BEACH, 
FL. FILED 6-15-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,424,358. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “OF HOLLYWOOD”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES FEATURING CUSTOM 
MADE DRAPERIES, VERTICAL BLINDS, MINIBLINDS, 
BLINDS, WOVEN WOODS, WINDOW SHADES, COR- 
NICES, LAMBREQUINS, CARPETING, WALLPAPER, 
REUPHOLSTERING MATERIAL AND SLIP COVERS 
(U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 6-30-1962; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1962. 


SN 74-403,509. FIFTIES CORPORATION, THE, LOUIS- 
VILLE, KY. FILED 6-18-1993. 


FOR RESTAURANT AND NIGHTCLUB SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 100). 


SN 74-403,809. BLAIR CORPORATION, WARREN, PA. 
FILED 6-21-1993. 


220 HICKORY 


FOR MAIL ORDER AND RETAIL STORE SERVICES 
IN THE FIELD OF HOME FURNISHINGS (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-403,810. BLAIR CORPORATION, WARREN, PA. 
FILED 6-21-1993. 


TWO TWENTY 


FOR MAIL ORDER AND RETAIL STORE SERVICES 
IN THE FIELD OF APPAREL (U.S. CL. 101). 
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SN 74-404,001. SIZZLER RESTAURANTS INTERNATION- 


AL, INC., LOS ANGELES, CA. FILED 6-21-1993. 


Just FoR Kids 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-404,234. SOULMATES INC., MILWAUKEE, WI. 
FILED 6-21-1993. 


SOULMATES 


FOR COMPUTER MATCHMAKING/DATING SERVICE 
(U.S. CL. 100). 


FIRST USE 4-16-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 


SN 74-404,411. KRIEGER, STEVEN, CEDARHURST, NY. 
FILED 6-22-1993. 


BAGEL BOB’S 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BAGEL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RESTAURANT, CARRY-OUT RESTAURANT AND 
CATERING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 4-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1991. 


SN 74-404,477. HARTFORD STEAM BOILER INSPECTION 
AND INSURANCE CO., THE, HARTFORD, CT. FILED 
6-22-1993. 


KNC 


FOR COMPUTER SERVICES; NAMELY, PROVIDING 
ACCESS TO APPLICATIONS SOFTWARE, ARTIFICIAL 
INTELLIGENCE, AND INDIVIDUAL CLIENT DATA- 
BASES CONTAINING DATA RELATING TO THE CLI- 
ENT’S EQUIPMENT TO PERMIT CLIENTS TO ACCESS 
AND PROCESS INFORMATION IN THEIR OWN DATA- 
BASES AND GENERATE REPORTS WITH RESPECT 
THERETO (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 12-31-1987; INCOMMERCE 12-31-1987. 
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SN 74-404,605. CHELSEA GROUP LIMITED, ITASCA, IL. 
FILED 6-18-1993 


INSIDEFax 


FOR PROVIDING, VIA FACSIMILE, INFORMATION 
RELATING TO IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF INDOOR 
AIR AND STOPPING INDOOR AIR POLLUTION (U.S. CL. 
100). 


SN 74-405,090. SCHOTTENSTEIN STORES CORPORA- 
TION, COLUMBUS, OH. FILED 6-21-1993. 


GET THE VALUE 


FOR RETAIL FURNITURE STORE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
101). 


FIRST USE 12-1-1990; INCOMMERCE 12-1-1990. 


SN 74-405,423. GANGBUSTERS CORPORATION, MIL- 
FORD, PA. FILED 6-24-1993. 


GANGBUSTERS 


FOR RESTAURANT, BAR AND HOTEL SERVICES 
(U.S. CL. 100). 
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SN 74-405,606. ROSEN’S INC., FAIRMONT, MN. FILED SN_  74-406,107. BRONSON METHODIST HOSPITAL, 
6-25-1993. KALAMAZOO, MI. FILED 6-24-1993. 


ivy 
MEDALLION 





ae 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “QUALITY AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND FOR HEALTH CARE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. FIRST USE 3-17-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-17-1990. 

FOR DISTRIBUTORSHIP SERVICES FEATURING AG- 
RICULTURAL CHEMICALS (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. 





SN 74-406,752. LS.G. REALTY, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 6-28-1993. 


BED & BATH DEPOT 


SN 74-405,616. GHD INC., WELLESLEY, MA. FILED 


















NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BED” AND “BATH”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 

SHOWN. 
ROOM FOR COMFORT FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
LINEN PRODUCTS, HOME FURNISHINGS AND 
HOUSEWARES (USS. CL. 101). 







FOR MAIL ORDER CATALOG AND RETAIL STORE 
SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF ALLERGY AND ENVI- 
RONMENTAL CONTROL PRODUCTS (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-406,777. RIDGELAND INN AND SUITES, INC., 
VICKSBURG, MS. FILED 6-28-1993. 





a \ 
> 
SN 74-405,693. GOLDSTEIN, CAROL S., NEWPORT ¢ Jn. , 


BEACH, CA. FILED 6-25-1993. d 7 e la f) dl 
: Ne N N 
AS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
FOR HEALTH AND FITNESS CONSULTATION (U.S. USE “INN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
CLS. 100 AND 10)). FOR HOTEL SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 










“LIPOSUCTION IN A 
BOTTLE” 
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SN 74-406,927. JERALD L. TENNANT, M.D., P.A., DBA 
LASER VISION CLINICS OF THE AMERICAS, DUN- 
CANVILLE, TX. FILED 6-25-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE THE INTERNATIONAL PROHIBITION SYMBOL, 
APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MEDICAL SERVICES; NAMELY, EYE TREAT- 
MENT AND EYE SURGERY (US. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 2-17-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-17-1992. 


SN 74-407,632. RESEARCH CONSULTANTS GROUP, INC., 
INDIANAPOLIS, IN. FILED 6-28-1993. 


FOR PRIVATE INVESTIGATION SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 
100 AND 101). 
FIRST USE 5-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1990. 


SN 74-407,667. RICH’S DEPARTMENT STORES, INC., CIN- 


CINNATI, OH. FILED 6-30-1993. 


TEAM 96 


FOR RETAIL DEPARTMENT STORES SERVICES (U.S. 


CL. 101). 
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SN 74-407,713. JDR MICRODEVICES, INC., DBA AMRAM, 
SAN JOSE, CA. FILED 6-28-1993. 


AMRAM 


FOR DISTRIBUTORSHIP SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONIC COMPONENTS (U.S. 
CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 5-21-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-21-1992. 


SN 74-407,760. JUPITER FOOD SERVICE, INC., JUPITER, 
FL. FILED 6-25-1993. 


Bepomn fone, 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 11-4-1988; IN COMMERCE 11-4-1988. 


SN 74-407,973. PIPKINS, 
6-29-1993. 


INC., ST. LOUIS, MO. FILED 


THE WORLDWIDE ANSWER 
FOR CALL CENTER 
SUCCESS 


FOR CONSULTATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF 
SOFTWARE FOR OTHERS IN THE FIELD OF MANAGE- 
MENT OPERATIONS AND PLANNING (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 9-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 9-1-1992. 


SN 74-408,123. BOSE CORPORATION, FRAMINGHA 
MA. FILED 7-1-1993. 


BOSE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 829,402, 
OTHERS. 
FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
ELECTRONIC AND ELECTRO-ACOUSTICAL PROD# 
UCTS (U.S. CL. 101). ; 
FIRST USE 11-0-1984; INCOMMERCE 11-0-1984. 


1,738,278 AND 
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SN 74-408,390. PRP WINE INTERNATIONAL, INC., TA 
GOLDEN GRAPE ESTATE, ELK GROVE VILLAGE, 
IL. FILED 7-2-1993. 


FOR RETAIL SALES OF WINE BY MEANS OF HOME 
TASTINGS, TELEPHONE AND MAIL ORDER (USS. CL. 
101). 

FIRST USE 12-28-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-28-1992. 


SN 74-408,637. MEDIBAR MEDICAL INDUSTRIES INC., 
BOCA RATON, FL. FILED 7-1-1993. 


MEDIBAR MEDICAL 
INDUSTRIES INC. ALWAYS 
ON-CALL! 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MEDICAL INDUSTRIES INC.”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CARDIAC MONITORING SERVICES; NAMELY, 
RECEIVING AND INTERPRETING ELECTROCARDIO- 
GRAM INFORMATION VIA TELEPHONE (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


SN 74-408,781. ZUZU, INC., DALLAS, TX. FILED 7-6-1993. 


HAND-MEX 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-409,051. 
FILED 7-6-1993. 


QUARTERBACK’S QUICK 
PASS 


FOR FAST FOOD RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 


100). 


WAGNER, KEITH M., CLAYTON, MO. 
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SN 74-409,091. HANOVER COMPANIES, THE, WEEHAW- 
KEN, NJ. FILED 7-1-1993. 


LAFF TRACK 


FOR RETAIL MAIL ORDER CATALOG SERVICES 
FEATURING NOVELTY AND GIFT ITEMS (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-409,254. NEWMAN, JOE R., RAYTOWN, MO. FILED 
7-6-1993. 


CANDY CRAZE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CANDY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR RETAIL CANDY STORE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-409,599. BRINKER INTERNATIONAL, 
DALLAS, TX. FILED 7-6-1993. 


WE COULD FEED THE 
WORLD 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


INC., 


SN 74-409,643. WILD OATS MARKETS, INC., BOULDER, 
CO. FILED 7-6-1993. 


WILD OATS COMMUNITY 
MARKET 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “COMMUNITY MARKET”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL HEALTH FOOD STORE SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1988; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1988. 


SN 74-410,626. GALATI, JANINE, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
FILED 7-9-1993. 


ALTERNATIVE HEALTH & 
FITNESS CONCEPTS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,704,375. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HEALTH & FITNESS”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR PHYSICAL FITNESS TESTING AND CONSULT- 
ING SERVICES, MASSAGE SERVICES AND HEALTH 
CLUB SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1993. 
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SN 74-410,699. KEATING, REBECCA, BLOCK ISLAND, RI. 
FILED 7-9-1993. 


St] Kippine 


FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
CLOTHING (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-411,082. JEMAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, 
DBA LEGAL SCANGRAPHICS, ROLLING MEADOWS, 
IL. FILED 7-8-1993. 


VISUAL IMPACT BEHIND 
YOUR WORDS 


FOR DESIGNING OF GRAPHS, CHARTS AND EXHIB- 
ITS FOR OTHERS (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 
FIRST USE 6-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 


SN 74-413,066. MIKAELLO ENTERPRISES INC, VIENNA, 
VA. FILED 7-16-1993. 


PARANOIA 


FOR RESTAURANT AND BAR SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 
100 AND 101). 


SN 74-413,203. DAIRY MART CONVENIENCE STORES, 
INC., ENFIELD, CT. FILED 7-16-1993. 


HOT DOG CENTRAL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HOT DOG”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR RESTAURANT FAST FOOD SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
100). 


SN 74-413,227. VALLEY AUTOMOTIVE GROUP, LAS 
VEGAS, NV. FILED 7-15-1993. 


MUSTANG SALLY’S 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
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SN 74-413,731. SCHWAN’S SALES ENTERPRISES, INC., 
MARSHALL, MN. FILED 7-19-1993. 


MACGREGOR’S MARKET 
SANDWICHES AND SALADS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SANDWICHES” AND “SALADS”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES; NAMELY, THE SALE 
OF SANDWICH AND SALAD PRODUCTS FOR CON- 
SUMPTION ON OR OFF THE PREMISES FROM A 
BOOTH OR KIOSK (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 


SN 74-415,074. DESIGNER FORUM, INC., OWINGSMILLS, 
MD. FILED 7-21-1993. 


DESIGNER FORUM 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DESIGNER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL STORES FOR MENS AND BOYS CLOTH- 
ING (U.S. CL. 101). 


SN 74-416,163. EL TAURINO RESTAURANT, INC., LOS 
ANGELES, CA. FILED 7-23-1993. 


EL TAURINO 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 


SN 74-416,530. DRF FINANCE, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
FILED 7-26-1993. 


TRACK LINE 


OWNER OF US. REG. NOS. 
1,755,288. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LINE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR TELEPHONE HOTLINE SERVICES; NAMELY, A 
THOROUGHBRED RACING RESULT LINE THAT PRO- 
VIDES SCRATCHES, UPDATES, STRETCH CALLS AND 
RESULTS FOR ALL MAJOR RACETRACKS IN THE 
UNITED STATES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 5-19-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-19-1992. 


57,056, 1,743,063 AND 
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SN 74-417,401. JACKSON & PERKINS COMPANY, MED- 
FORD, OR. FILED 7-23-1993. 


AUTUMHOUSE 


FOR MAIL-ORDER SERVICES IN THE FIELDS OF 
GIFTS AND ACCESSORIES FOR THE HOME (USS. CL. 
101). 


SN 74-800,979. SYMMETRIX, INC., BURLINGTON, MA. 
FILED 10-25-1991. 


SYMMETRIX 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMMING FORR OTHERS 
(U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 
FIRST USE 9-11-1984; IN COMMERCE 9-11-1984. 








PRIOR UNITED STATES CLASSIFICATION 


APPLICATION IN ONE CLASS 


COLLECTIVE MEMBERSHIP MARKS 


CLASS 200—COLLECTIVE MEMBERSHIP 


SN 74-331,529. GIRL FRIENDS, INC., PORTSMOUTH, VA. 
FILED 11-16-1992. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE STYLIZED LETTERS 
“GF” IN THREE DIMENSIONS USED IN THE FORM OF 
A PENDANT WORN BY MEMBERS OF APPLICANT. 

FOR INDICATING MEMBERSHIP IN AN ORGANIZA- 
TION; NAMELY, GIRL FRIENDS, INC. WHICH ORGANI- 
ZATION HAS FOR ITS PURPOSES; TO PROMOTE 
FRIENDSHIP, TO PROVIDE SOCIAL ACTIVITIES FOR 
THE ENJOYMENT OF ITS MEMBERS, TO PERFORM 
CIVIC SERVICES IN THE LOCAL COMMUNITIES OF 
THE AFFILIATED CHAPTERS, AND TO SUPPORT A 
NATIONAL PROJECT. 

FIRST USE 5-0-1957; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1957 


SN 74-341,502. INDEPENDENT JEWELERS ORGANIZA- 
TION, INC., WESTPORT, CT. FILED 12-21-1992 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,299,143. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MASTER JEWELERS” AND “ACCREDITED JEW- 
ELER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR INDICATING MEMBERSHIP IN A GROUP OF AC- 
CREDITED JEWELERS. 


T™< 240 


SN 74-379,607. NATIONAL AUTO AUCTION ASSOCIA- 
TION, INC., MONROVIA, MD. FILED 4-19-1993. 


| 
| 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO} 
USE “AUTO AUCTION ASSOCIATION”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
SEC. 2(F) AS TO “NATIONAL AUTO AUCTION ASSO 
CIATION”. 
FOR INTERNATIONAL TRADE ASSOCIATION OF 
WHOLESALE AUTO AUCTIONS. 
FIRST USE 12-19-1954; IN COMMERCE 12-19-1954. 


CERTIFICATION MARKS 


CLASS A—GOODS 


SN 74-403,153. WOOL BUREAU, INCORPORATED, THE 
NEW YORK, NY. FILED 6-21-1993. 


COOL WOOL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT 
USE “WOOL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOW®™ 
THE CERTIFICATION MARK, AS USED BY PERSO 
AUTHORIZED BY APPLICANT, CERTIFIES T 

NATURE AND QUALITY OF MATERIAL. 

FOR PRODUCTS MADE WHOLLY OR PREDO 
NANTLY OF WOOL, INTENDED FOR ULTIMATE CO 
SUMERS. | 

FIRST USE 0-0-1983; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1983. 
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SN 74-409,735. COMMUNICATION CERTIFICATION LAB- 
ORATORY, INC., SALT LAKE CITY, UT. FILED 
7-2-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,462,795 AND 1,463,155. 

THE CERTIFICATION MARK, AS USED BY PERSONS 
AUTHORIZED BY APPLICANT, CERTIFIES THAT THE 
GOODS MEET CERTAIN SAFETY STANDARDS ESTAB- 
LISHED BY THE OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND 
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION. 

FOR INFORMATION PROCESSING AND BUSINESS 
EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, TELEPHONE EQUIPMENT AND 
ELECTRICAL POWER SUPPLY UNITS. 

FIRST USE 9-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1992. 
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SN 74-411,762. E. l DU PONT DE NEMOURS AND COM- 
PANY, WILMINGTON, DE. FILED 7-13-1993. 


ULTRAMIRAGE 


THE CERTIFICATION MARK, AS USED BY FABRICS 
MANUFACTURERS AUTHORIZED BY THE CERTIFIER, 
CERTIFIES THAT THE GOODS WITH WHICH THE 
MARK IS ASSOCIATED MEET WITH THE CERTIFIER’S 
STANDARDS AS TO FIBER CONTENT. 

FOR VELVET FABRICS. 

FIRST USE 6-11-1986; IN COMMERCE 6-11-1986. 





TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS ISSUED 
PRINCIPAL REGISTER 
SECTION 1.—_INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION 


The short titles associated below with the international class numbers are terms designed merely for quick identification and 
are not an official part of the international classification. The full names of international classes are given in section 6.1 of the 


trademark rules of practice. 
The designation “U.S. Cl.” 


appearing in this section refers to the U.S. class in effect prior to Sep. | 


, 1973 rather than the 


international class which applies to applications filed on or after that date. For adoption of international classification see notice 
in the OFFICIAL GAZETTE of Jun. 26, 1973 (911 O.G. TM 210). 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


1,814,610. IBIDEN. IBIDEN CO., LTD., MULTIPLE CLASS, 
(INT. CLS. 1, 9, 17 AND 19), (U.S. CLS. 6, 12, 21 AND 42). 
SN 74-081,453. PUB. 4-28-1992. FILED 7-23-1990. 

1,814,611. SEALFAS. FOSTER PRODUCTS CORPORA- 
TION, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 1 AND 2), (U.S. 
CL. 6). SN 74-208,238. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-30-1991 

1,814,612. DALTOTHERM. IMPERIAL CHEMICAL INDUS- 
TRIES PLC, (U.S. CLS. 1 AND 6). SN 74-231,633. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-18-1991. 

1,814,613. TECH-GARD. PRATT & LAMBERT, INC., MUL- 
TIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 1 AND 2), (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 
16). SN 74-234,395. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-31-1991. 

1,814,614. SINCLAIR (STYLIZED). INSILCO CORPORA- 
TION, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 9, 16, 
17, 21, 22 AND 25), (U.S. CLS. 2, 6, 13, 16, 23, 26, 29, 35, 39, 
50 AND 52). SN 74-252,471. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-5-1992. 

1,814,615. AQUANOX. KYZEN CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 
6). SN 74-276,912. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-19-1992. 

1,814,616. SCLAVO SUD RICERCA (STYLIZED). SCLAVO 
S.P.A., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 1 AND 5), (U.S. 
CL. 6). SN 74-282,788. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 6-8-1992. 

1,814,617. STAR (STYLIZED). STAR SEED, INC., MULTI- 
PLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 1 AND 31), (U.S. CLS. 1 AND 10). 
SN 74-295,498. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-20-1992. 

1,814,618. SP 2000 PREDIGESTER. SWETECH INCORPO- 
RATED, (U.S. CL. 6). SN 74-361,483. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-23-1993. 

1,814,619. EXSIL. GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, (U.S. 
CLS. 1 AND 6). SN 74-361,858. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
2-23-1993. 

1,814,620. COOLMELT. DEXTER CORPORATION, THE, 
(U.S. CL. 5). SN 74-381,395. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-22-1993. 

1,814,621. SMC TECHNOLOGIES AND DESIGN. SMC 
TECHNOLOGIES, INC., (U.S. CL. 6). SN 74-381,418. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-22-1993. 

1,814,622. GLOMAX. DRY BRANCH KAOLIN COMPANY, 


(U.S. CL. 6). SN 74-383,892. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-29-1993. 


CLASS 2—PAINTS 


1,814,611 (See Class | for this trademark). 

1,814,613 (See Class I for this trademark). 

1,814,614 (See Class I for this trademark). 

1,814,623. ME-92. ARMOLOY CORPORATION, THE, MUL- 
TIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 2 AND 40), (U.S. CLS. 16 AND 
106). SN 74-313,860. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-14-1992. 

1,814,624. SOY NEWS. UNITED STATES PRINTING INK 
CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 11). SN 74-334,126. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-24-1992. 
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CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


1,814,614 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 

1,814,625. SCIENCE ET MER AND DESIGN. LABORA- 
TOIRES SCIENCE ET MER SARL, MULTIPLE CLASS, 
(INT. CLS. 3, 5 AND 29), (U.S. CLS. 18, 46, 51 AND 52). SN 
74-229,580. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-10-1991. 


1,814,626. MICHAEL CHRISTOPHER. MICHAEL CHRIS- 
TOPHER, LTD., (U.S. CL. 51). SN 74-234,748. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-2-1992. 


1,814,627. LANOPERM. KADABELL GMBH & CO. KG, 
(U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). SN 74-271,540. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-1-1992. 


1,814,628. LOOK SLEEK. L’OREAL, (U.S. CL. 51). SN 
74-308,998. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 8-31-1992. 


1,814,629. PRE-CUT. L’OREAL, (U.S. CL. 51). SN 74-310,489. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-3-1992. 


1,814,630. GOLDBLATT. STANLEY WORKS, THE, MULTI- 
PLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 3, 7, 8, 9, 12, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 AND 
22), (U.S. CLS. 3, 4, 5, 7, 12, 19, 23, 26, 29 AND 50). SN 
74-318,325. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-28-1992. 


1,814,631. FINE FARE. FEDERATED FOODS, INC., MUL- 
TIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 16, 21, 29, 30, 31, 32 
AND 34), (U.S. CLS. 1, 2, 6, 9, 14, 18, 23, 31, 37, 44, 45, 46, 50 
AND 52). SN _ 74-320,601. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-7-1992. 


1,814,632. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. 
MORRIS, INC., (U.S. CL. 51). 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-3-1992. 


1,814,633. BABOR AND DESIGN. DR. BABOR GMBH & 
O., (U.S. CLS. 6, 51 AND 52). SN 74-332,870. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-19-1992. 


1,814,634. FLORALIA. PERFUMERIA GAL, S.A., (U.S. CLS. 
51 AND 52). SN 74-340,359. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
12-15-1992. 


1,814,635. SUR-PUIG. ANTONIO PUIG, S.A., (U.S. CL. 51). 
SN 74-348,349. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-14-1993. 


1,814,636. NATURALISEE. L’OREAL, (U.S. CL. 51). SN 
74-349,465. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-19-1993. 


1,814,637. PURELY HAWAIIAN (STYLIZED). PURELY HA- 
WAIIAN INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 3 AND 
25), (U.S. CLS. 39, 51 AND 52). SN 74-350,894. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-21-1993. 


1,814,638. M.D. FORMULATIONS. HERALD PHARMA- 
CAL, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 3 AND 5), 
(U.S. CLS. 18, 51 AND 52). SN 74-357,252. PUB. 10-12-1993. } 
FILED 2-5-1993. 


1,814,639. CREATIVES COLOR INFUSING SHAMPOO. 
JOHN PAUL MITCHELL SYSTEMS, (U.S. CL. 51). SN] 
74-359,467. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-16-1993. 


1,814,640. TEC NI CURL (STYLIZED). L’OREAL, (U.S. CLS, 


51 AND 52). SN 74-362,972. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED) 
3-1-1993. 


ROBERT LEE 
SN 74-328,124. PUB. 
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1,814,641. LUSTER SHIELD (STYLIZED). ADVANCED PO- 
LISHING PRODUCTS, (U.S. CLS. 4 AND 52). SN 
74-365,703. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-8-1993. 

1,814,642. HOTELLO. MISTRAL TRADE CORPORATION, 
(U.S. CL. 51). SN 74-378,056. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-6-1993. 

1,814,643. PHOTOSHOOT COSMETICS AND DESIGN. PHO- 
TOSHOOT COSMETICS, COMPOSED OF CHRISTY STE- 
VENSON AND FRED SWEET, BOTH U.S. CITIZENS, 
(U.S. CL. 51). SN 74-379,144. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-15-1993. 

1,814,644. ALWAYS CLEAN. ASSOCIATED WHOLESALE 
GROCERS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 4, 51 AND 52). SN 74-383,900. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-29-1993. 

1,814,645. JOIGEL. JOICO LABORATORIES, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 52). SN 74-384,683. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-30-1993. 

1,814,646. FABRICAID+ AND DESIGN. HEARTLAND 
CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 52). SN 74-385,886. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,647. OLFACTORY. OLFACTORY CORPORATION, 
THE, (U.S. CLS. 1 AND 50). SN 74-388,459. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 5-10-1993. 

1,814,648. HATS OFF. PREMIER SUNSCREENS, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 51). SN 74-389,857. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-11-1993. 

1,814,649. STRIPMASTER. EZE PRODUCTS, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 52). SN 74-390,203. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-11-1993. 


CLASS 4—LUBRICANTS AND FUELS 


1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,650. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. SOUTHERN CALI- 
FORNIA GAS COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 15). SN 74-328,538. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-5-1992. 

1,814,651. 800. MOTUL S.A., (U.S. CL. 15). SN 74~-329,725. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-9-1992. 

1,814,652. HYDRELF. SOCIETE NATIONALE ELF AQUI- 
TAINE, (U.S. CL. 15). SN 74-347,093. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 1-11-1993. 

1,814,653. SLIK-PAK. DENNIS D. SPIERS, AND DIANE 
SPIERS PARTNERSHIP, THE, (U.S. CL. 15). SN 
74-381,173. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-20-1993. 

1,814,654. LUBE-SHOT. NEWELL, ARTHUR E., DBA BUD 
E. NEWELL & ASSOCIATES, INC., (U.S. CL. 15). SN 
74-381,827. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


1,814,616 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 

1,814,625 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,638 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,655. ALOEX. KEY WEST FRAGRANCE & COSMET- 
IC FACTORY, INC., (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). SN 
74-080,188. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-20-1990. 

1,814,656. SUPER ENERGY PLUS AND DESIGN. PACIFIC 
PACKAGING CONCEPTS, INC., DBA FRESH START 
VITAMIN CO. AND DBA C & A ENTERPRISES, (U.S. 
CL. 18). SN 74-135,079. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-31-1991. 

1,814,657. NEODEXAIR. BAUSCH & LOMB PHARMACEU- 
TICALS, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-316,900. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-23-1992. 

1,814,658. B (STYLIZED). BOOTS COMANY PLC, THE, 
(U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-319,171. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-30-1992. 

1,814,659. ARM-A-VIAL. AB ASTRA, (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 18). 
SN 74-321,113. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-8-1992. 

1,814,660. DEXALYTE PLUS. AMERICAN VETERINARY 
PRODUCTS, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-333,402. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-23-1992. 

1,814,661. DEXALYTE. AMERICAN VETERINARY PROD- 
UCTS, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-333,404. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 11-23-1992. 
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1,814,662. MINJAK GOSOK TJAP WALANG AWAS 
BARANG TIRUAN RUMAH OBAT BOO LOENG MAKAS- 
SAR-SULAWESI AND DESIGN. LING NAM MEDICINE 
FACTORY, (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-335,293. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 11-20-1992. 


1,814,663. LING NAM AND DESIGN. LING NAM MEDI- 
CINE FACTORY, (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-335,296. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-20-1992. 

1,814,664. GLANVAC. CSL LIMITED, (U.S. CL. 
74-349,868. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-19-1993. 
1,814,665. AM TECH (STYLIZED). PHOENIX SCIENTIFIC, 
INC., DBA AMTECH GROUP, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 

74-353,071. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-27-1993. 

1,814,666. URL AND DESIGN. UNITED RESEARCH LAB- 
ORATORIES, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-357,551. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-10-1993. 

1,814,667. DYNAMIC DIMENSIONS! AND DESIGN. LAGE- 
MAN, FRANK J., (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 46). SN 74-358,380. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-12-1993. 

1,814,668. DIFTON. ROCHE DIAGNOSTIC SYSTEMS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-361,250. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-22-1993. 

1,814,669. LITTER COMPANION. PETS NATURAL PROD- 
UCTS, INC., (U.S. CL. 6). SN 74-365,612. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-8-1993. 

1,814,670. HEMAX. ELANEX PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-374,480. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-1-1993. 

1,814,671. TUBITON. SETON HEALTHCARE GROUP PLC, 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 5 AND 10), (U.S. CL. 44). 
SN 74-376,326. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-5-1993. 

1,814,672. THYRODINE. MARDEL LABORATORIES, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-376,797. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-8-1993. 

1,814,673. SCHNUCKS (STYLIZED). SCHNUCK MARKETS, 
INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 5, 41 AND 42), (U.S. 
CLS. 18, 100, 101 AND 107). SN 74-378,061. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,814,674. SILKIS. SOLVAY DUPHAR B.V., (U.S. CL. 18). 
SN 74-378,438. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-13-1993. 

1,814,675. ROSSOVET. SOLVAY DUPHAR B.V., (U.S. CL. 
18). SN 74-378,439. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-13-1993. 

1,814,676. M-KYA. NATURE’S BOUNTY, INC., (U.S. CL. 
18). SN 74-378,783. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,814,677. NUTRISURGE. MAGNI COMPANY, THE, (U.S. 
CL. 18). SN 74-379,317. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-16-1993. 

1,814,678. NICE "N CLEAR AND DESIGN. SMITHKLINE 
BEECHAM CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-379,480. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-14-1993. 

1,814,679. ZEE-SELTZER. MCKESSON CORPORATION, 
(U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-380,253. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-19-1993. 

1,814,680. TURBO TRUFFLE. RHL INDUSTRIES, 
(U.S. CL. 
4-13-1993. 

1,814,681. ENGRAVE. HEALTHCO INTERNATIONAL, 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 44). SN 74-381,037. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,814,682. ACTI/VAC. MAINE BIOLOGICAL LABORATO- 
RIES, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-383,764. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-28-1993. 

1,814,683. MBL. MAINE BIOLOGICAL LABORATORIES, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-383,765. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-28-1993. 

1,814,684. INACTI/VAC. MAINE BIOLOGICAL LABORA- 
TORIES, INC. (US. CL. 18). SN 74-383,766. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-28-1993. 

1,814,685. D.W.F.. DIET WORKSHOP, INC., THE, BY 
MERGER WITH DIET-TABS, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 
74-384,125. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-29-1993. 

1,814,686. FERGUSON HEALTH AND NUTRITION. FER- 
GUSON HEALTH & NUTRITION, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 
74-384,860. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 

1,814,687. FERGUSON SYSTEM ONE. FERGUSON 
HEALTH & NUTRITION, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 
74-384,861. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 


18). SN 


INC., 
18). SN 74-380,542. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
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1,814,688. SCIENCE PROVIDES THE ANSWER. FERGU- 
SON HEALTH & NUTRITION, INC., (U.S. CL. 18). SN 
74-385,216. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 

1,814,689. CESTEX. SMITHKLINE BEECHAM CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 18). SN 74-385,931. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-3-1993. 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,690. MANITOBA MASTER ANGLER RELEASED 
AWARD CANADA AND DESIGN. HER MAJESTY THE 
QUEEN IN RIGHT OF THE PROVINCE OF MANITOBA, 
AS REPRESENTED BY THE MINISTER OF INDUSTRY, 
TRADE AND TOURISM, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 
6, 9, 14, 16, 18, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26 AND 28), (U.S. CLS. 2, 3, 13, 
22, 25, 26, 28, 32, 38, 39, 40, 42 AND 50). SN 74-069,666. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 6-15-1990. 

1,814,691. TWIN TUBE. JOHNSON CAMPING, INC., AS- 
SIGNEE OF PUGET SOUND TENT & AWNING CO., 
(U.S. CLS. 13 AND 32). SN 74-159,289. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-22-1991. 

1,814,692. JUMBO FASCIA BRACKET. SEAMLESS 
GUTTER CORPORATION, (U.S. CLS. 12 AND 13). SN 
74-295,250. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-16-1992. 

1,814,693. MESABI. PORTEC, INC., (U.S. CL. 50). SN 
74-308,742. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 8-27-1992. 

1,814,694. STATESMETAL. CARSON INDUSTRIES, INC., 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 6, 8, 9, 16, 20, 21 AND 28), 
(U.S. CLS. 2, 13, 14, 23, 26, 32, 34, 37 AND 50). SN 
74-313,209. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-14-1992. 

1,814,695. LIVEWIRES. HUNT, CAROL A. DBA 
LIVEWIRES, (U.S. CLS. 13 AND 50). SN 74-315,587. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-21-1992. 

1,814,696. COLSON (STYLIZED). COLSON CASTER COR- 
PORATION, INC., (U.S. CLS. 13 AND 32). SN 74-317,381. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-28-1992. 

1,814,697. TUF-KOTE. WIRE ROPE CORPORATION OF 
AMERICA, INCORPORATED, DBA WIRECO, (U.S. CL. 
7). SN 74-318,973. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-1-1992. 

1,814,698. JS AND DESIGN. B.V. FABRIEK VAN KLINK- 
NAGELS & SCHROEFBOUTEN V/H JOH.SMIT, (US. 
CL. 13). SN 74-354,278. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-1-1993. 

1,814,699. POSI-HEX. APPLIED POWER INC., (U.S. CLS. 
13 AND 23). SN 74-362,995. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-1-1993. 

1,814,700. SHERMAN TANK. SIOUX CITY FOUNDRY 
COMPANY, (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 13). SN 74-372,662. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-29-1993. 

1,814,701. PRINZING. PRINZING ENTERPRISES, INC., 
(U.S. CLS. 13 AND 25). SN 74-376,765. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-8-1993. 

1,814,702. AMERA-BOND. AMERICAN FENCE CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 12). SN 74-377,652. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,814,703. LIFE INSURANCE FOR YOUR ROOF. MOSS 
GUARD, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 6 AND 
42), (U.S. CLS. 12 AND 101). SN 74-378,367. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-13-1993. 

1,814,704. TRIPLE 7. AMSTED INDUSTRIES INCORPO- 
RATED, (U.S. CL. 7). SN 74-379,868. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,814,705. MOSSGUARD. MOSS GUARD, INC., (U.S. CL. 
12). SN 74-380,774. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,814,706. EDH. V. KANN RASMUSSEN INDUSTRI A/S, 


(U.S. CL. 12). SN 74-381,250. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-21-1993. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


1,814,614 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 
1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


1,814,707. TOPTEST. MARIETTA AUTOMOTIVE WARE- 
HOUSE, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 7 AND 12), 
(U.S. CLS. 19, 21, 23 AND 35). SN 74-126,551. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-26-1990. 


1,814,708. WEEDBUG. STEVENS, ALEC MARTIN, (U.S. 
CL. 23). SN _ 74-215,785. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-23-1991. 


1,814,709. AMERICAN AND DESIGN. AMERICAN LAWN 
MOWER CO., (U.S. CL. 23). SN 74-233,919. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-30-1991. 


1,814,710. BLOVAC AND DESIGN. BLOVAC (AUSTRALIA) 
PTY. LTD., (U.S. CLS. 23 AND 35). SN 74-241,208. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-29-1992. 


1,814,711. CHAMPPARTS. CHAMPION ROAD MACHIN- 
ERY LIMITED, (U.S. CLS. 13, 23 AND 31). SN 74-257,007. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-19-1992. 


1,814,712. DF DEPENDABLE AND DESIGN. TROMLEY IN- 
DUSTRIAL HOLDINGS, INC., (U.S. CL. 23). SN 
74-281,074. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 6-1-1992. 


1,814,713. WOOD DEVIL. VERMONT AMERICAN CORPO- 
RATION, (U.S. CL. 23). SN 74-282,113. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 6-8-1992. 


1,814,714. DEFLECTION PAD. KMC, INC., MULTIPLE 
CLASS, (INT. CLS. 7 AND 12), (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 23). SN 
74-289,914. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 6-30-1992. 


1,814,715. MARINETEK AND DESIGN. HOLMAN ENTER- 
PRISES, (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 23). SN 74-307,825. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-25-1992. 


1,814,716. DUROVAC. LEYBOLD AG, (U.S. CL. 23). SN 
74-317,033. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-25-1992. 


1,814,717. VPL SERIES 2000, ACCESS INDUSTRIES, INC., 
DBA THE CHENEY COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 23). SN 
74-334,840. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-27-1992. 


1,814,718. VAC AIR. VAC-AIR, INC., (U.S. CL. 23). SN 
74-339,588. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-14-1992. 


1,814,719. HYDRASEP ADVANCED OIL WATER SEPARA- 
TOR AND DESIGN. GREENE NASSIF ENVIRONMEN- 
TAL SYSTEMS, INC., (U.S. CL. 23). SN 74-349,732. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-19-1993. 


1,814,720. MERCURY. HEIDELBERG HARRIS, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 23). SN 74-352,533. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-26-1993. 


1,814,721. BLT. MARSHALLTOWN TROWEL COMPANY, 
(U.S. CL. 23). SN 74-359,896. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
2-17-1993. 


1,814,722. IT&M AND DESIGN. INDUSTRIAL TOOL & 
MACHINE SERVICE CO., INC., (U.S. CL. 23). SN 
74-366,465. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-8-1993. 


1,814,723. ELECTRO-VAC. MCFERRIN ENGINEERING 
AND MANUFACTURING CO., DBA MEMCO, (U.S. CL. 
23). SN 74-367,862. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-15-1993. 


1,814,724. NATUREFORM. NATUREFORM, INC., (U.S. 
CLS. 23 AND 34). SN 74-368,830. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
2-16-1993. 


1,814,725. ACCUSTAT. FANUC ROBOTICS NORTH AMER- 
ICA, INC., DBA FANUC ROBOTICS, (U.S. CL. 23). SN 
74-372,795. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-29-1993. 


1,814,726. EASY GREASE. JOYNER, STEVEN NELSON, 
(U.S. CL. 23). SN 74-372,973. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-29-1993. 


1,814,727. HYDEFINITION. HYPERTHERM, INC., (U.S. 
CLS. 21 AND 23). SN 74-378,847. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-12-1993. 


1,814,728. ONE-UP. W. L. GORE & ASSOCIATES, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 23). SN 74-381,350. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED] 
4-21-1993. f 


1,814,729. ALMEGA AND DESIGN. DAIHEN CORPORA-) 
TION, (U.S. CLS. 23, 26 AND 34). SN 74-382,215. PUB,} 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. f 


1,814,730. SC (STYLIZED). SOLOY CORPORATION, (U.S. 
CLS. 19 AND 23). SN 74-801,393. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED) 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


1,814,614 (See Class I for this trademark). 

1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,694 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,731. BUCK BROS.. GREAT NECK SAW MANUFAC- 
TURERS, INC., (U.S. CL. 23). SN 74-321,230. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-9-1992. 

1,814,732. PICK’R UP’R. ORRVILLE LEATHER, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 23). SN 74-364,308. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-3-1993. 

1,814,733. TOMAHAWK BRAND AND DESIGN. UNITED 
CUTLERY CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 23). SN 74-377,285. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-1993. 

1,814,734. CABLEWARE. LOOS & CO., INC., (U.S. CLS. 13 
AND 23). SN 74-378,142. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-12-1993. 

1,814,735. MASTER CUISINE. CALDOR, INC., (U.S. CL. 23). 
SN 74-380,397. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


1,814,610 (See Class I for this trademark). 

1,814,614 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 

1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,694 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,736. PROMIS-E (STYLIZED). ELECTRICAL CAD 
TECHNOLOGIES INC., DBA ECT, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 
74-039,666. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-19-1990. 

1,814,737. MARCOR. MARCOR, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, 
(INT. CLS. 9 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 38, 100 AND 101). SN 
74-085,018. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 8-6-1990. 

1,814,738. ENCORE. PROFICIENCY, (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 
SN 74-096,391. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-12-1990. 

1,814,739. PENN COLOR PRINT SYSTEMS. PENN 
EMBLEM CO., (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). SN 74-161,119. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1991. 

1,814,740. VIVITAR. VIVITAR CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 
26). SN 74-216,963. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-30-1991. 

1,814,741. TITLEMAKER. MACROMEDIA, INC., BY 
MERGER, MERGER AND CHANGE OF NAME FROM 
MACROMIND, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-221,999. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-13-1991. 

1,814,742. MANHATTAN FINANCIAL ENGINEERING 
(STYLIZED). MFE GROUP, INC., THE, (U.S. CLS. 26 
AND 38). SN 74-248,981. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
2-24-1992. 

1,814,743. COMPUTING DEVICES INTERNATIONAL. COM- 
PUTING DEVICES INTERNATIONAL, INC., BY 
CHANGE OF NAME FROM CONTROL DATA GOV- 
ERNMENT SYSTEMS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 21, 26 AND 38). 
SN 74-252,924. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-5-1992. 

1,814,744. 5000 G’S. REEVES, MIKE, (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). 
SN 74-260,007. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-27-1992. 

1,814,745. VIB AND DESIGN. NORTH COAST MEDICAL, 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 39). SN 74-269,731. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-24-1992. 

1,814,746. BURST-ALERT (STYLIZED). BS&B SAFETY SYS- 
TEMS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). SN 74-276,983. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 5-19-1992. 

1,814,747. MEDFORMS. XPOINT CORPORATION, (U.S. 
CL. 38). SN 74-279,661. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-29-1992. 

1,814,748. THE AFFORDABLE ALTERNATIVE. COMPU- 
TEAM, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-302,099. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-7-1992. 

1,814,749. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. ANDREAS, STEVE, 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 9, 16 AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 
21, 36, 38 AND 107). SN 74-306,927. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 8-24-1992. 

1,814,750. CHEM-MATE. NALCO CHEMICAL COMPANY, 


(U.S. CL. 26). SN 74-314,848. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-18-1992. 
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1,814,751. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. APOSTOLATE FOR 
FAMILY CONSECRATION, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, 
(INT. CLS. 9, 16 AND 42 AND USS. CL. 200), (U.S. CLS. 21, 
36, 38 AND 100). SN 74-317,376. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-28-1992. 

1,814,752. LINKABIT. TITAN CORPORATION, THE, MUL- 
TIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 9 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 26, 100 
AND 101). SN 74-317,629. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-25-1992. 

1,814,753. LEXUS AND DESIGN. TOYOTA JIDOSHA KA- 
BUSHIKI KAISHA, TA TOYOTA MOTOR CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-318,580. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-29-1992. 

1,814,754. GOFAX. GOFAX INC., (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 23). SN 
74-319,114. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-29-1992. 

1,814,755. THE BATTERY THAT STARTS AMERICA AND 
DESIGN. O.LS. TIRE, INC., (U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-319,468. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-2-1992. 

1,814,756. MICRO SPECTOR Il AND DESIGN. SPATIAL 
DYNAMICS, INC., (U.S. CL. 26). SN 74-324,802. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-23-1992. 

1,814,757. THE RIGHT TRACK AND DESIGN. AUTOMAT- 
ED TRAVEL SOLUTIONS, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 
74-333,680. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-23-1992. 

1,814,758. WEATHERGUARD. J. L. BRUVIK, U.S.A., INC., 
(U.S. CL. 26). SN 74-334,364. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
11-24-1992. 

1,814,759. STREET INFORMATION NETWORK MUSIC IN- 
DUSTRY X-CHANGE. PELLEGRINO PROMOTIONS, 
INC., (US. CLS. 21 AND 36). SN 74-336,255. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-2-1992. 

1,814,760. RIVER NORTH. RIVER NORTH RECORDS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 36). SN 74-337,178. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 12-4-1992. 

1,814,761. UNITRAC AND DESIGN. INTER-SYSTEMS COR- 
PORATION, DBA UNITRAC SOFTWARE CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-340,618. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 12-16-1992. 

1,814,762. DYNASTORE. COMPUTER SERVICE PROFES- 
SIONALS, INCORPORATED, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-343,216. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-4-1992. 

1,814,763. TIRIS. TELONICS INC., (U.S. CL. 21). SN 
74-349,373. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-19-1993. 

1,814,764. P.E.M.S. MANAGER (STYLIZED). MEDICAL 
MIND, INC., THE, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-350,032. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-21-1993. 

1,814,765. MICROBORE. CURTIN MATHESON SCIENTIF- 
IC, INC., (U.S. CL. 26). SN 74-356,550. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-8-1993. 

1,814,766. SMART WALL. ACME ELECTRIC CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-356,647. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-8-1993. 

1,814,767. SPITFIRE. PETERSON MANUFACTURING 
COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-359,106. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-16-1993. 

1,814,768. KNOWLEDGENET (STYLIZED). 
GENET, INC. (U.S. CL. 38). 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-26-1993. 

1,814,769. CAT PAWS IN MOTION. CAMPBELL-TOWELL, 
LEE, (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). SN 74-363,134. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-23-1993. 

1,814,770. KARYOTEC. GENAM, INC., (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 
38). SN 74-363,347. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-25-1993. 

1,814,771. KARYOSEARCH. GENAM, INC., (U.S. CLS. 26 
AND 38). SN 74-363,616. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
2-25-1993. 

1,814,772. ESD RESEARCH AND DESIGN. ESD RE- 
SEARCH, INC., (U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-364,296. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-3-1993. 

1,814,773. BIM BARRIER INTEGRITY MONITOR (STYL- 
IZED). INCOMED, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 
9 AND 10), (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 44). SN 74-365,309. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-8-1993. 

1,814,774. BARIUM TECHNOLOGY AND DESIGN. EXIDE 
CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-366,050. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-8-1993. 


KNOWLED- 
SN 74-363,089. PUB. 
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1,814,775. FLEETPRO ON-SITE MAINTENANCE (STYL- 
IZED). FLEETPRO INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-367,985. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-15-1993. 

1,814,776. EPRO. EPRO CORPORATION, (U.S. CLS. 21, 26 
AND 38). SN 74-368,775. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-18-1993. 

1,814,777. WALKAWAY. BAXTER DIAGNOSTICS 
(U.S. CL. 26). SN 74-369,030. PUB. 
3-18-1993. 

1,814,778. GENKENE. GENERAL CABLE INDUSTRIES, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-371,147. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-23-1993. 

1,814,779. ISLAND PREVIEWER. 
CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 38). 
9-7-1993. FILED 3-25-1993. 

1,814,780. QUIKPOINT. MICROTOUCH SYSTEMS, 
(U.S. CL. 26). SN 74-373,242. PUB. 
3-30-1993. 

1,814,781. OBCON SUB BASS. OBERBILLIG, ANDREW, 
(U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-376,226. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-12-1993. 

1,814,782. SCANMAGIC, MUSTEK, INC., (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 
38). SN 74-376,613. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-7-1993. 

1,814,783. FIRSTAID FOR WRITERS. WRITEPRO CORPO- 
RATION, THE, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-376,628. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-7-1993. 

1,814,784. ISODRESSABLE. DIGITIZE, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). 
SN 74-376,766. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-8-1993. 

1,814,785. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. CULLMAN VEN- 
TURES, INC., (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). SN 74-377,026. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-1993. 

1,814,786. WRISTONICS “THE WRIST STRESS REDUCTION 
SOLUTION”. MARCUS FRANKLIN & ASSOCIATES 
INC., (U.S. CL. 26). SN 74-377,657. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,814,787. 50-DAY SPIRITUAL ADVENTURE. CHAPEL OF 
THE AIR, THE, (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 36). SN 74-379,169. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-15-1993. 

1,814,788. ADVANCE. SCHLUMBERGER 
INC., (U.S. CL. 26). 
FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,814,789. MOLECULEMAKER. ANALYTICA OF BRAN- 
FORD, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-379,917. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,814,790. TONELUCK. ELECTRONIC COMPONENTS 
GROUPE, INC., (U.S. CL. 21). SN 74-380,021. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,814,791. TELEBIT. TELEBIT CORPORATION, (U.S. CLS. 
21, 26 AND 38). SN 74-380,392. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-19-1993. 

1,814,792. RIVER CITY. SHELBY GROUP INTERNATION- 
AL, INC., (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 39). SN 74-380,985. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-14-1993. 

1,814,793. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. CREATE-A-CHECK, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-381,560. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-21-1993. 

1,814,794. WATER GATE. QP&H MANUFACTURING, INC., 
(U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). SN 74-382,129. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,814,795. CHARTQUEST AND DESIGN. CHARTQUEST, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-382,160. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,814,796. SPEED PLAY. PLAY PRODUCTS, INC., (U.S. CL. 
26). SN 74-384,608. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-30-1993. 

1,814,797. BPWIN. LOGIC WORKS, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 
74-385,619. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,798. THE RATTLER. DB PRODUCTS INC., (U.S. CL. 
26). SN 74-385,932. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,799. OPTIMETRIC. BIOSCAN, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 
74-386,274. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-30-1993. 

1,814,800. MANA AND DESIGN. INFORMATION AND 
CONTROL LABORATORY CO., LTD., (U.S. CLS. 26 
AND 38). SN 74-801,076. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-24-1989. 

1,814,801. SC (STYLIZED). SOLOY CORPORATION, (U.S. 


CLS. 23 AND 26). SN 74-801,394. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
7-13-1992. 


INC., 
10-12-1993. FILED 


ISLAND GRAPHICS 
SN 74-372,062. PUB. 


INC., 
10-12-1993. FILED 


INDUSTRIES, 
SN 74-379,595. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
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1,814,671 (See Class 5 for this trademark). 

1,814,773 (See Class 9 for this trademark). 

1,814,802. LOPEZ VALVE. ICU MEDICAL, INC., (U.S. CL. 
44). SN 74-275,425. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-14-1992. 

1,814,803. CAPTUS. CAPINTEC, INC., (U.S. CL. 44). SN 
74-277,222. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-20-1992. 

1,814,804. SENSELAB. SOMEDIC SALES AB, (U.S. CL. 44). 
SN 74-294,076. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-14-1992. 

1,814,805. IM3 (STYLIZED). CENVET PTY LTD, (U.S. CL. 
44). SN 74-294,961. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-17-1992. 

1,814,806. ACCU-PED. SIEPSER, STEVEN, (U.S. CL. 44). SN 
74-316,408. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-23-1992. 

1,814,807. AFO AND DESIGN. LANGER BIOMECHANICS 
GROUP, INC., THE, (U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-321,606. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-13-1992. 

1,814,808. OPTIK AND DESIGN. OPTIK, INC., (U.S. CL. 44). 
SN 74-325,058. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-23-1992. 

1,814,809. MATCH 35. SCHNEIDER (EUROPE) AG, (U:S. 
CL. 44). SN 74-351,957. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-25-1993. 

1,814,810. EUTECTIC. EUTECTIC ELECTRONICS, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-357,490. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
2-10-1993. 

1,814,811. WYKLE WEDGE. WYKLE RESEARCH, 
(U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-359,344. PUB. 
2-16-1993. 

1,814,812. TMD. WYKLE RESEARCH, INC., (U.S. CL. 44). 
SN 74-359,347. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-16-1993. 

1,814,813. BULLETT. CARDIOVASCULAR DYNAMICS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-374,151. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-1-1993. 

1,814,814. BOA. DAW INDUSTRIES, INC., (U.S. CL. 44). SN 
74-377,407. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-1993. 

1,814,815. VIBRALINE. WALKER, FELTON S., (U.S. CL. 
44). SN 74-377,757. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,814,816. EART TALK MEDICAL COMMUNICATIONS 
AND DESIGN. HEART TALK MEDICAL COMMUNICA- 
TION INC., (U.S. CLS. 38 AND 44). SN 74-379,757. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-15-1993. 

1,814,817. AQUA-PRO. LINVATEC CORPORATION, (U.S. 
CL. 44). SN 74-380,827. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-16-1993. 

1,814,818. DURA-THIN. MYCONE DENTAL SUPPLY CO., 
INC., (U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-380,924. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-16-1993. 

1,814,819. UNI’L’HOOK. UNISURGE, 
(U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-381,894. PUB. 
4-23-1993 

1,814,820. DISPOSA-DERM. COOPERSURGICAL, 
(U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-381,916. PUB. 
4-23-1993. 

1,814,821. QUIET-VAC. NEE, PATRICK J., DBA DENTAL 
OPTICS & ENGINEERING, (U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-382,457. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,814,822. DUALGARD. WHITE KNIGHT HEALTHCARE, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-383,243. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-27-1993. 

1,814,823. DELTA AND DESIGN. ESWL PRODUCTS, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-384,714. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-30-1993. 

1,814,824. THERMAWRAP. SPENCO MEDICAL CORPO- 
RATION, (U.S. CL. 44). SN 74-384,901. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-23-1993. 


INC., 
10-12-1993. FILED 


INCORPORATED, 
10-12-1993. FILED 


INC., 
10-12-1993. FILED 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
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1,814,825. BLENDERCONE. BLENDER PRODUCTS, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 34). SN 74-292,048. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
7-8-1992. 

1,814,826. BLENDER SECTION. BLENDER PRODUCTS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 34). SN 74-292,049. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 7-8-1992. 
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1,814,827. BLENDER BOX. BLENDER PRODUCTS, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 34). SN 74-292,050; PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
7-8-1992. 

1,814,828. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. G.S. BUILDING 
SYSTEMS CORPORATION, DBA DUAL-LITE AND/OR 
GENERAL SIGNAL CORPORATION, (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 
26). SN 74-315,768. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-21-1992. 

1,814,829. 4RUNNER AND DESIGN. GOETTL AIR CONDI- 
TIONING, INC., (U.S. CL. 34). SN 74-326,470. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-29-1992. 

1,814,830. TRANSPORT THE NATURAL GAS STATION 
AND DESIGN. ILLINOIS LAWN EQUIPMENT, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 34). SN 74-329,636. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
11-9-1992. 

1,814,831. WASTE-TECH. WASTE-TECH SERVICES, INC., 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 11, 37, 40 AND 42), (U.S. 
CLS. 31, 50, 100, 103 AND 106). SN 74-354,207. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-1-1993. 

1,814,832. EXCALIBUR AND DESIGN. KILLER BAITS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 34). SN 74-375,385. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-5-1993. 

1,814,833. FRY FACTORY. FRY FACTORY, INC., (U.S. CLS. 
21 AND 34). SN 74-376,434. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-5-1993. 

1,814,834. ECO-MASTER. BARNES-BROOK, CHERIE LYN- 
NETTE, (U.S. CLS. 31 AND 34). SN 74-378,169. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,814,835. E-DUC (STYLIZED), BAKER HUGHES INCOR- 
PORATED, (U.S. CL. 31). SN 74-383,020. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-22-1993. 

1,814,836. JAKSTRAP. LISTON CONCEPTS, INC., (U.S. CL. 
21). SN 74-386,458. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-29-1993. 

1,814,837. HX. SURFACE COMBUSTION, INC., (U.S. CL. 
34). SN 74-386,595. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,838. TURBOMASTER. HUDSON STANDARD COR- 
PORATION, (U.S. CL. 34). SN 74-387,524. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-7-1993. 


ASS 12—VEHICLES 


1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 
i 814,707 (See Class 7 for this trademark). 

,814,714 (See Class 7 for this trademark). 

,814,839. MOUNTAIN EQUIPMENT CO-OP AND DESIGN. 
MOUNTAIN EQUIPMENT CO-OPERATIVE, MULTIPLE 
CLASS, (INT. CLS. 12, 18, 20, 22, 25 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 3, 
13, 19, 22, 39, 50 AND 101). SN 74-189,840. PUB. 9-7-1993. 
FILED 7-29-1991. 

,814,840. SERVISFLEET (STYLIZED). CONDERE CORPO- 
RATION, (U.S. CL. 35). SN 74-196,036. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 8-16-1991. 

,814,841. METALLI-GRIP. PACKARD MOTOR CAR COM- 
PANY, INC., TA PERFORMANCE SUSPENSION TECH- 
NOLOGY, (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 23). SN 74-301,338. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-5-1992. 

814,842. SELLE ITALIA. SELLE ITALIA S.R.L., (U.S. CL. 
19). SN 74-318,426. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-28-1992. 
814,843. ROUGH RIDER. RUBBERMAID INCORPORAT- 
ED, (U.S. CL. 19). SN 74-325,276. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-26-1992. 

,814,844. CARY. POSTMA, RANDALL, DBA RANDALL 
ENTERPRISES, (U.S. CL. 19). SN 74-326,142. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-26-1992. 

,814,845. TOURING HS311. OHTSU TIRE & RUBBER CO., 
LTD., THE, (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 35). SN 74-338,666. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-10-1992. 

4,814,846. CHOPPER SPOTTER. J.B. KNOWLES, INC., (U.S. 
‘CL. 19). SN 74-363,407. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-24-1993. 
814,847. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. COYOTE ENTER- 
PRISES, INC., (U.S. CL. 19). SN 74-364,638. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-4-1993. 

814,848. EIS. EIS BRAKE PARTS, (U.S. CL. 
74-364,775. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-5-1993. 
814,849. DOUBLE TIME. GERBER, JEROME J., (U.S. CL. 
19). SN 74-365,565. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-8-1993. 


19). SN 
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1,814,850. GA-ZEE-BO. DOW CANVAS PRODUCTS, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 19). SN 74-376,095. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-2-1993. 


1,814,851. PROFORX. PROFORX, INC., (U.S. CL. 19). SN 
74-380,938. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-16-1993. 


1,814,852. DURABLADE. LIFETIME AUTOMOTIVE 
PRODUCTS, INC., (U.S. CL. 19). SN 74-381,076. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-14-1993. 


1,814,853. HENRY O (STYLIZED). TAYLOR MANUFAC- 
TURING, INC., (U.S. CL. 19). SN 74-382,275. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 


1,814,854. PIRANHA PROPELLERS AND DESIGN. PIRA- 
NHA PROPELLERS, INC., (U.S. CL. 19). SN 74-383,086. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 


1,814,855. VACATIONAIRE BY ATS. AMERICAN TRAVEL 
SYSTEMS, INC., (U.S. CL. 19). SN 74-383,554. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 


1,814,856. LOAD-SPAN. OSHKOSH TRUCK CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 23). SN 74-385,241. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 


1,814,857. SPEEDY (STYLIZED). 
INC., (U.S. CL. 
FILED 11-13-1991. 


BLOOR AUTOMOTIVE 
19). SN 74-801,107. PUB. 10-12-1993. 


CLASS 14—JEWELRY 


1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 
1,814,858. RENAISSANCE. ACCUTIME WATCH CORP., 


(U.S. CL. 27). SN 74-293,372. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
7-13-1992. 


1,814,859. BADAVICI (STYLIZED). DAVID BADOWICH & 
ASSOCIATES, (U.S. CLS. 27 AND 28). SN 74-296,570. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-22-1992. 


1,814,860. BY RONCO. CAST BY RONCO S.P.A., (U.S. CLS. 
27 AND 28). SN 74-368,816. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-18-1993. 

1,814,861. BEADAZZLED. DIAMANTI, INCORPORATED, 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 14 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 28 
AND 101). SN 74-375,466. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-5-1993. 


1,814,862. SARAH MORGAN. CALDOR, INC., (U.S. CL. 28). 
SN 74-377,783. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 


1,814,863. KINBELL. BELL'S WATCHES & CLOCKS IN- 
DUSTRIAL CO., LTD., (U.S. CL. 27). SN 74-380,526. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-15-1993. 


1,814,864. PEACH GOLD (STYLIZED). DEWITT GOLD- 
SMITHS, (U.S. CL. 28). SN 74-381,306. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-21-1993. 


1,814,865. TOLA. TOLA DIAMONDS AND JEWELRY, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 28). SN 74-382,208. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-26-1993. 


1,814,866. MIXED BLUES. J.C. PENNEY COMPANY, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 28). SN 74-384,367. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-27-1993. 


1,814,867. RUMOURS. A CLASSIC TIME WATCH CO., 
(U.S. CL. 27). SN 74-385,699. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
5-3-1993. 

1,814,868. CORN PEARLS. HONORA JEWELRY CO., INC., 
(U.S. CL. 28). SN 74-388,036. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
5-10-1993. 


CLASS 15—MUSICAL INSTRUMENTS 


1,814,869. BARI. BARI ASSOCIATES, INC., (U.S. CL. 36). 
SN 74-362,187. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-25-1993. 


1,814,870. BAINBRIDGE BEARS. AGC, INC., MULTIPLE 


CLASS, (INT. CLS. 15 AND 20), (U.S. CLS. 30, 36 AND 
50). SN 74-374,714. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-2-1993. 





TM 248 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


1,814,614 (See Class | for this trademark). 

1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,694 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,749 (See Class 9 for this trademark). 

1,814,751 (See Class 9 for this trademark). 

1,814,871. CLEAR GUARD. HUNT HOLDINGS, INC., (U.S. 
CLS. | AND 5). SN 74-117,643. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
11-23-1990. 

1,814,872. PAPERCLAY. CREATIVE PAPERCLAY COM- 
PANY, INC., ASSIGNEE OF GERBASI, MICHAEL, (U.S. 
CLS. | AND 22). SN 74-153,361. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-2-1991. 

1,814,873. DEALMAKER’S HANDBOOK. ZIMMERMAN, 
BRUCE G., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-199,636. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-3-1991. 

1,814,874. KWIK-KOVER. COOK (CANADA) INC., (U.S. 
CLS. 37 AND 50). SN 74-208,596. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-1-1991. 

1,814,875. BH BUDGET HELPER AND DESIGN. 
HELPER, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-27-1992. 

1,814,876. TALES FROM 100. RHEE, NAMI, DBA CRE- 
ATIVE ADDITION BY NAMI & ASSOCIATES, (U.S. 
CLS. 37 AND 38). SN 74-251,348. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-2-1992. 

1,814,877. SPEAK OUT FOR CHILDREN AND DESIGN. NA- 
TIONAL COUNCIL FOR CHILDREN’S RIGHTS, (U.S. 
CL. 38). SN 74-269,477. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1992 

1,814,878. K-TAB. KT INDUSTRIES LTD., (U.S. CL. 37). SN 
74-297,051. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-21-1992. 

1,814,879. CATHEDRAL DIRECTORIES. COMPUTER COM- 
POSITION CORPORATION, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. 
CLS. 16, 35 AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 38, 100, 101 AND 107). SN 
74-306,514. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 8-19-1992. 

1,814,880. DARK MAGUS. DARK MAGUS PRODUCTIONS, 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). SN 74-307,961. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-27-1992. 

1,814,881. CHASE AND DESIGN. CHASE MANHATTAN 
CORPORATION, THE, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 16 
AND 36), (U.S. CLS. 38 AND 102). SN 74-310,391. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-2-1992. 

1,814,882. K-BORD. ISOVOLTA OSTERREICHISCHE ISO- 
LIERSTOFFWERKE AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, (US. 
CL. 37). SN 74-312,083. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-9-1992. 

1,814,883. THE BOSTONIAN. TRUSTEES OF BOSTON 
UNIVERSITY, (U.S. CL. 38). SN _ 74-315,043. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-18-1992. 

1,814,884. HCIA. HEALTH CARE INVESTMENT ANA- 
LYSTS, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 16, 35 AND 
42), (U.S. CLS. 38, 100 AND 101). SN 74-318,851. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-30-1992. 

1,814,885. THE QUALITY IMPERATIVE PROFILES OF THE 
HUMAN SIDE AND DESIGN. LAKEWOOD PUBLICA- 
TIONS INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-319,146. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 10-1-1992. 

1,814,886. NETLINK (STYLIZED). 
INC., (U.S. CL. 38). 
FILED 10-6-1992. 

1,814,887. XCEL. ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE 
RAILWAY COMPANY, THE, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-323,756. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-19-1992. 

1,814,888. REFERRAL. MALLY ENTERPRISES INCORPO- 
RATED, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-324,069. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 10-19-1992. 

1,814,889. LH. OY VISTEST AB, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 
74-336,481. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-3-1992. 

1,814,890. GANNON PACKAGING. GANNON PACKAG- 
ING, INC., (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 37). SN 74-340,098. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-10-1992. 

1,814,891. INSIDE TRACT. GLAXO, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 
74-340,336. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-15-1992. 

1,814,892. CADA AND DESIGN. CALIFORNIA ASSOCIA- 
TION OF DIRECTORS OF ACTIVITIES, (U.S. CL. 38). 
SN 74-344,663. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-31-1992. 


BUDGET 
SN 74-240,698. PUB. 
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SN 74-321,175. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
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1,814,893. PTR PH AND DESIGN. SIMON & SCHUSTER, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-350,766. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 1-21-1993. 


1,814,894. FOCUS. AMERICAN SUPPLY & MACHINERY 
MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). 
SN 74-354,410. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-1-1993. 


1,814,895. HIGHROADS. ARIZONA AUTOMOBILE ASSO- 
CIATION, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-354,723. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-1-1993. 


1,814,896. COMPLICATIONS IN ORTHOPEDICS. SCP 
COMMUNICATIONS, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-355,415. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-4-1993. 


1,814,897. INFECTIONS IN MEDICINE. SCP COMMUNICA- 
TIONS, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-355,485. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-4-1993. 


1,814,898. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. SOCIETY OF THE 
SACRED HEART, UNITED STATES PROVINCE, INC., 
DBA NETWORK OF SACRED HEART SCHOOLS, (U.S. 
CL. 38). SN 74-358,877. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-16-1993. 

1,814,899. DALI DEE. MOREHEAD, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 
74-360,630. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-22-1993. 


1,814,900. THE PORTABLE PRACTITIONER. GRULER, 
MONICA S., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-361,063. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-22-1993. 


1,814,901. NEW ISSUES OUTLOOK. NATIONAL CORPO- 
RATE SCIENCES, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-363,216. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-23-1993. 


1,814,902. BRING BACK BAG. ROPLAST INDUSTRIES IN 
CORPORATED, (U.S. CL. 2). SN _ 74-363,356. PUB, 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-25-1993. 

1,814,903. SCRATCH-N-CALL. TIME MACHINE, INC., THE, 
(U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-365,221. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-8-1993. 

1,814,904. LOOP-N-LACE (STYLIZED). 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-22-1993. 

1,814,905. ENNEAGRAM INVENTORY. ASPELL, PATRICK 
J., DBA TRUSTEE OF PATRICK J. ASPELL JR. TRUS 
(1991), AND ASPELL, DENISE D., DBA TRUSTEE OF 
PATRICK J. ASPELL JR. TRUST (1991), (U.S. CL. 38). S 
74-374,482. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-1-1993. 

1,814,906. DIRECT. CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS 
INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-375,077. PUB. 10-12-1993 
FILED 2-8-1993. 

1,814,907. 10 PERCENT PRODUCTIONS AND DESIG 
NIMER BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT, INC., (U.S. CLS. 3 
AND 38). SN 74-377,100. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-199 


1,814,908. YELLOWDEX. PERERA, NEOMAL A., AND DE) 
SILVA, CHRISTOPHER, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CL 
16 AND 35), (U.S. CLS. 38 AND 101). SN 74-377,653. PUB 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993 

1,814,909. CREATIVE STRATEGIES AND DESIGN. PHELPS 
JOE D., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-377,800. PUB. 

FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,814,910. TOURS!. NATIONAL TOUR ASSOCIATIO 
INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-378,543. PUB. 10-12-199 
FILED 4-14-1993. 

1,814,911. ALCOR. ALLING & CORY COMPANY, THE 
(U.S. CL. 37). SN 74-380,427. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILET 
4-15-1993. } 

1,814,912. A TROPHY CHILLER. HARPERCOLLINS PUB 
LISHERS INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-380,745. PUE 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-14-1993. 

1,814,913. HOSPITAL ADMITTING MONTHLY. MEDICA 
ECONOMICS DATA INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-380,92 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 


1,814,914. CLINICAL CARDIOLOGY ALERT. MEDICA 
ECONOMICS DATA INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-380,92 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 


1,814,915. LIFESTYLES OF THE HOT WET & WI 
MATTES, PHILIP, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-382,545. PU 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 


1,814,916. HEART DELIGHTS FOR THE GOLDEN YEAR 
LIGHTEN UP ENTERPRISES, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). S 
74-382,719. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 


ANNIE’S ATTIC 
SN 74-370,667. PUB 
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1,814,917. THE RANGE AND EXERCISE PERSONALIZED 
SYSTEM HOME REPS AND DESIGN. SORENSEN, 
KAREN P., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-383,254. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-27-1993. 

1,814,918. SHINGLWRAP. ROBINETTE COMPANY, THE, 
(U.S. CL. 37). SN 74-383,762. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-28-1993. 

1,814,919. ULTRASTAK PLUS. GEORGIA-PACIFIC COR- 
PORATION, (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 37). SN 74-383,785. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-28-1993. 

1,814,920. JUNI DESIGNS. U-MEI ART STUDIO, INC., (U.S. 
CLS. 29 AND 37). SN 74-383,791. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-28-1993. 

1,814,921. MICROTIMES. BAM PUBLICATIONS, (U.S. CL. 
38). SN 74-384,083. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 

1,814,922. VIETNAM SAGAZINE. COMBAT READY PUB- 
LISHING, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-384,139. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-29-1993. 

1,814,923. LASER DISC EVENT. INTERNATIONAL DATA 
GROUP, INC., (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-385,550. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,924. PIECEWORK. INTERWEAVE PRESS, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 38). SN 74-385,934. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,925. HOECHST HIGH CHEM. HOECHST AKTIEN- 
GESELLSCHAFT, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-386,108. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-29-1993. 

1,814,926. CAROLE JOY CREATIONS, INC. GREETINGS 
THAT MAKE A DIFFERENCE AND DESIGN. CAROLE 
JOY CREATIONS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 37 AND 38). SN 
74-386,511. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,927. THAT'S ALL SHE STAMPED AND DESIGN. 
THAT'S ALL SHE STAMPED, LTD., (U.S. CLS. 23 AND 
37). SN 74-386,519. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,928. SOFTWEAR. MEAD CORPORATION, THE, (U.S. 
CLS. 37 AND 38). SN 74-386,568. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
5-3-1993. 

1,814,929. PIC-WIN. WESTERN STATES ENVELOPE 
COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 37). SN 74-386,588. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,930. SPOTLITE. WESTERN STATES ENVELOPE 
COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 37). SN 74-386,596. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,931. Z-CORE. PRES-ON MERCHANDISING CORPO- 
RATION, (U.S. CL. 38). SN 74-387,156. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-6-1993. 


CLASS 17—RUBBER GOODS 


1,814,610 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 

1,814,614 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 

1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,932. ULTRAFORCE. DANA CORPORATION, (U.S. 
CL. 35). SN 74-355,588. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-4-1993. 

1,814,933. IC-PAD. BERGQUIST COMPANY, THE, (U.S. 
CLS. 1 AND 12). SN 74-375,253. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-5-1993. 

1,814,934. LUMIFLEX. FLEX PRODUCTS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 
1, 35 AND 50). SN 74-375,552. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-5-1993. 

1,814,935. NEUTRALITE. MADICO, INC., (U.S. CLS. 1 AND 
12). SN 74-380,956. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-31-1993. 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,839 (See Class 12 for this trademark). 

1,814,936. IL GIRAMONDO AND DESIGN. TRIOPELL 
S.R.L., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 18, 24 AND 25), 
(U.S. CLS. 3, 39 AND 42). SN 74-263,614. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-7-1992. 

1,814,937. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. BAYERISCHE MO- 
TOREN WERKE AG, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 18, 
25 AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 2, 3, 39, 41 AND 107). SN 
74-302,121. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 8-7-1992. 
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1,814,938. CIDEC AND DESIGN. CIDEC, COMPANIA IN- 
DUSTRIAL DEL CUERO S.A., (U.S. CL. 3). SN 74-324,087. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-19-1992. 


1,814,939. MAXFLI (STYLIZED). DUNLOP SLAZENGER 
CORPORATION, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 18, 25 
AND 28), (U.S. CLS. 22, 39 AND 41). SN 74-352,714. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-26-1993. 

1,814,940. ANSELMO DIONISIO. DIONY’S S.P.A., MULTI- 
PLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 18 AND 25), (U.S. CLS. 3, 39 
AND 41). SN 74-356,180. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-5-1993. 

1,814,941. MELROSE. HIMAR SALES CORPORATION, 
DBA RICARDO BEVERLY HILLS, (U.S. CL. 3). SN 
74-380,396. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 


CLASS 19—NON-METALLIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS 


1,814,610 (See Class I for this trademark). 

1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,942. GARDENSTARTER. SIMPSON STRONG-TIE CO., 
INC., (U.S. CL. 12). SN 74-379,015. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-15-1993. 

1,814,943. POLYCLIP. POLYGAL U.S.A., INC., (U.S. CLS. 
12 AND 33). SN 74-379,577. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-16-1993. 

1,814,944. FIBRO-DEK. PIONEER MANUFACTURING 
COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 12). SN 74-386,542. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,814,945. REV-CRETE. PIONEER MANUFACTURING 
COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 12). SN 74-386,543. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-3-1993. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,694 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,839 (See Class 12 for this trademark). 

1,814,870 (See Class 15 for this trademark). 

1,814,946. PERIMETER COIL. LEGGETT & PLATT, IN- 
CORPORATED, BY MERGER, CHANGE OF NAME 
AND ASSIGNMENT FROM NO-SAG PRODUCTS 
CORP., (U.S. CL. 32). SN 73-752,506. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-19-1988. 

1,814,947. THE SHOEMAKER’S DREAM. JOHN HINE LIM- 
ITED, (U.S. CL. 50). SN 74~-320,640. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 10-7-1992. 

1,814,948. COLORWORKS. WALT DISNEY COMPANY, 
THE, (U.S. CL. 32). SN 74-346,430. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 1-7-1993. 

1,814,949. COMPANION CHAIR LOUNGE. SHEPHER COR- 
PORATION, (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 32). SN 74-348,928. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-15-1993. 

1,814,950. INBASKET. EAGLE MARKETING GROUP, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 50). SN 74-374,547. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-2-1993. 

1,814,951. LUXURY FOAM SUPREME. LISCO, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 32). SN 74-375,294. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-5-1993. 

1,814,952. SHAKER’S ORIGINAL. CLAUGUS, DAN, (U.S. 
CL. 50). SN 74-375,672. PUB. i0-12-1993. FILED 4-5-1993. 

1,814,953. BRANDYWINE DESIGN FURNITURE AND 
DESIGN. EVERFAST, INC., (U.S. CL. 32). SN 74-375,886. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,814,954. GEM TILT-A-BED AND DESIGN. GEM PROD- 
UCTS, INCORPORATED, DBA GEM PRODUCTS, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 32). SN 74-377,121. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-9-1993. 

1,814,955. CALLIOPE. HARTER CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 
32). SN 74-378,842. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-13-1993. 
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1,814,956. CRACKED ICE. MCGUIRE FURNITURE COM- 
PANY, THE, (U.S. CL. 32). SN 74-380,964. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-15-1993. 

1,814,957. THIS BEARS MY HUG TO YOU. MARJORIE 
SARNAT & ASSOCIATES, INC., (U.S. CL. 50). SN 
74-381,397. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-22-1993. 

1,814,958. TURNS EMPTY SPACE INTO STORAGE SPACE!. 
R. D. WERNER CO., INC., (U.S. CL. 50). SN 74-382,611. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


1,814,614 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 

1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,694 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,959. WONDER BRUSH. LIBERTYVILLE SADDLE 
SHOP, INC., (U.S. CLS. 29 AND 40). SN 74-300,346. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-3-1992. 

1,814,960. HAEGER. HAEGER INDUSTRIES, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 2). SN 74-336,345. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-3-1992. 

1,814,961. SWIRLSERVE. VOLLRATH COMPANY, THE, 
(U.S. CLS. 2, 30 AND 33). SN 74-368,776. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-18-1993. 

1,814,962. R3 REDUCE-RECYCLE-REPLANT AND DESIGN. 
SCOTT PAPER COMPANY, (U.S. CLS. 2, 13, 23 AND 50). 
SN 74-377,548. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,814,963. FLEA BEACON. HAPPY JACK, INC., (U.S. CL. 
50). SN 74-379,289. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-16-1993. 

1,814,964. MERRYMAKERS AND DESIGN. DEPARTMENT 
56 INC., (U.S. CLS. 30, 33 AND 50). SN 74-380,207. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 


CLASS 22—CORDAGE AND FIBERS 


1,814,614 (See Class | for this trademark). 
1,814,630 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 
1,814,839 (See Class 12 for this trademark). 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,936 (See Class 18 for this trademark). 

1,814,965. CARPET LOCK. GUILFORD MILLS, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 42). SN 74-210,949. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-9-1991. 

1,814,966. FLIRT & FLORA AND DESIGN. RHOMBERG 
TEXTIL GESELLSCHAFT M.B.H., (U.S. CLS. 42 AND 
50). SN 74-320,761. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-6-1992. 

1,814,967. YVES DELORME AND DESIGN. A. DELORME 
ET FILS, (U.S. CL. 42). SN 74-320,835. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 10-8-1992. 

1,814,968. MW/SS. TY MAWR CLASSICS, (U.S. CL. 42). SN 
74-383,787. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-28-1993. 

1,814,969. VISTA. INDUSTRIAL COATINGS GROUP, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 42). SN 74-387,047. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
5-3-1993. 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


1,814,614 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 
1,814,637 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 
1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 
1,814,839 (See Class 12 for this trademark). 
1,814,936 (See Class 18 for this trademark). 
1,814,937 (See Class 18 for this trademark). 
1,814,939 (See Class 18 for this trademark). 
1,814,940 (See Class 18 for this trademark). 
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1,814,970. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. SENSO 
INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-142,756. PUB. 
FILED 2-27-1991. 

1,814,971. ZERO TO 9. LADY ROI, LTD., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 
74-243,446. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-5-1992. 

1,814,972. GEL-SAGA. ASICS CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 
39). SN 74-265,550. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-10-1992. 

1,814,973. RACE ROCK MOTOR CITY DINER. RACE 
ROCK, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 25 AND 42), 
(U.S. CLS. 39 AND 100). SN 74-275,967. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-18-1992. 

1,814,974. FBI FOR BODY AND IMAGE. C&S SALES & 
MERCHANDISING ASSOCIATES, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 
74-290,359. PUB. 9-14-1993. FILED 7-1-1992. 

1,814,975. HARD TAIL. CANTRELL, RICHARD R., AND 
CANTRELL, PATRICIA L., DBA HARD TAIL, (U.S. CL. 
39). SN 74-313,224. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-14-1992. 

1,814,976. TOTALLY GHETTO FASHIONS. SULCER, 
GAYLA MAE, (US. CL. 39). SN 74-314,582. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-17-1992. 

1,814,977. TAHARI (STYLIZED). TAHARI, ELIE, (U.S. CL. 
39). SN 74-316,529. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-23-1992. 

1,814,978. POLISHED OPAQUE. DANSKIN, INC., (U.S. CL. 
39). SN 74-319,319. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-30-1992. 

1,814,979. NEXXIT (STYLIZED). TRENDS CLOTHING 
CORP., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-319,576. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-29-1992. 

1,814,980. YTV (STYLIZED). YTV CANADA, INC., MULTI- 
PLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 25, 38 AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 39, 104 
AND 107). SN 74-327,647. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-30-1992. 

1,814,981. LE TRUC AND DESIGN. TRUMPF-BLUSEN- 
KLEIDER WALTER GIRGNER GMBH & CO. KG, (U.S. 
CL. 39). SN 74-332,151. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
11-17-1992. 

1,814,982. R & M RICHARDS EVENINGS BY KAREN 
KWONG. R & M RICHARDS, INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 
74-362,681. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-1-1993. 

1,814,983. TOUGH MOTHERS. COLUMBIA SPORTSWEAR 
COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-366,126. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-8-1993. 

1,814,984. J.G. HOOK. J.G. HOOK, INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 
74-367,963. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-15-1993. 

1,814,985. PROUD TO BE YOUR BUD. ANHEUSER- 
BUSCH, INCORPORATED, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-369,630. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-19-1993. 

1,814,986. COLD AIR (STYLIZED). CARLSON, KARLA, 
DBA COLD AIR, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-370,348. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-18-1993. 

1,814,987. HOME WEAVE AND DESIGN. PAUL LAVITT 
MILLS, INC, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-372,352. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-29-1993. 

1,814,988. ELIJOHN. JANEMAN INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-372,955. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-29-1993, 

1,814,989. OGIO AND DESIGN. OGIO INTERNATIONAL, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-373,217. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-30-1993. 

1,814,990. NOT-THE-NORM (STYLIZED). NOT THE NORM, 
(U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-373,421. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-30-1993. 

1,814,991. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. MACK TRUCKS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-374,579. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-2-1993. 

1,814,992. BODY FORCE AND DESIGN. SCOTCH MAID, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-374,722. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-2-1993. 

1,814,993. SHREDMAXX (STYLIZED). GRANT, STEPHEN 
M., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-375,953. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-6-1993. 

1,814,994. MAISON MAGIQUE. CREATIVE 
(U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-377,381. PUB. 
4-7-1993. 

1,814,995. OBNOXIOUS YOUTH AND DESIGN. OBNOX- 
IOUS YOUTH - O. Y., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-378,187. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 


UNICO, 
10-12-1993. 


IMPORTS, 
10-12-1993. FILED 
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1,814,996. DOPE PRODUCTS!. BENJAMIN JOHNSTON EN- 
TERPRISES, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-378,665. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-14-1993. 

1,814,997. MAGNINIQUE. R. H. MACY & CO., INC., (U.S. 
CL. 39). SN 74-379,693. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,814,998. THE ORIGINAL BEN’S. BEN DAVIS MFG. CO., 
(U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-379,786. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-19-1993. 

1,814,999. HYDROLIC JUMP AND DESIGN. GOLDEN- 
WOOD INTERNATIONAL, INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 
74-379,943. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,815,000. PTB (STYLIZED). TRAIL BLAZERS INC., (U.S. 
CL. 39). SN 74-380,903. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-20-1993. 

1,815,001. TAG 88. NORTH BEACH LEATHER INTERNA- 
TIONAL, INC., (U.S. ‘CL. 39). SN 74-380,952. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-15-1993. 

1,815,002. SAND WALKER. L.C. LICENSING, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 39). SN 74-382,425. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,003. DESIGN-A-SHIRT FOR CREATIVE COLORING 
FUN. MCDANIEL, AMY R., DBA NORTHERN T- 
SHIRTS, (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 39). SN 74-383,125. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 

1,815,004. I'M BETTER THAN DRUGS. HARVEST FOR 
THE WORLD, INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-383,205. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 

1,815,005. KENNETH MICHAEL. NORTHERN CAP MANU- 
FACTURING CO., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-383,301. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 

1,815,006. SUPERMAX. SUPERMAX HARDWEAR, 
(U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-383,877. PUB. 
4-29-1993. 

1,815,007. KHADELY. KHADELY, MOHAMMED, DBA 
KHADELY FABRICS, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-384,085. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,008. AIRSOC. AIRSOC, INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 
74-384,160. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-29-1993. 

1,815,009. GENERATION AMERICA. UNITED PACIFIC 
APPAREL (USA), INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-384,576. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,815,010. NORTH AMERICAN CHALLENGE AND DESIGN. 
MELVILLE CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-384,921. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,011. COMFORTSOFT AND DESIGN. SARA LEE COR- 
PORATION, (U.S. CL. 39). SN 74-385,749. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,815,012. RING RAT. GYM RAT, INC., (U.S. CL. 39). SN 
74-388,038. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-10-1993. 


INC., 
10-12-1993. FILED 


CLASS 26—FANCY GOODS 


1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,815,013. SI AND DESIGN. STREAMLINE INDUSTRIES, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 40). SN 74-379,660. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-19-1993. 


CLASS 27—FLOOR COVERINGS 


1,815,014. TEXTURE VISIONS. MILLIKEN & COMPANY, 
(U.S. CL. 42). SN 74-381,990. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-22-1993. 

1,815,015. FUNDAMENTALS. ARMSTRONG WORLD IN- 
DUSTRIES, INC., (U.S. CLS. 20 AND 50). SN 74~-383,508. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


1,814,690 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,694 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 

1,814,939 (See Class 18 for this trademark). 

1,815,016. PAR SAVER. COUNTRY CLUB GOLF EQUIP- 
MENT (PROPRIETARY) LIMITED, (U.S. CL. 22). SN 
74-101,762. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-1-1990. 
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1,815,017. BRIXMIX. SES NEDERLAND B.V., (U.S. CL. 22). 
SN 74-229,183. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-11-1991. 


1,815,018. TRIFFIX. TRIFFIX ENTERTAINMENT INC., 
(U.S. CLS. 22 AND 38). SN 74-317,775. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-28-1992. 

1,815,019. PARABODY (STYLIZED). 
(U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-320,317. PUB. 
10-5-1992. 


1,815,020. TWISTIX A CREATIVE TOY THAT BENDS THE 
MIND! AND DESIGN. LOTECH INDUSTRIES INC., (U.S. 
CL. 22). SN 74-327,233. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-2-1992. 

1,815,021. ALEENE’S SHRINK-IT. ARTIS, INC., (U.S. CL. 
22). SN 74-331,595. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-16-1992. 

1,815,022. MONIQUE. MONIQUE TRADING CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-340,838. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 12-17-1992. 

1,815,023. STO STONEYS NEY (STYLIZED). MATTHEWS, 
LYNDA, AND BOWDEN, SUSAN, (U.S. CL. 22). SN 
74-344,662. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-31-1992. 

1,815,024. SHINER BARS. LEADER, ROBERT G., MULTI- 
PLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 28 AND 31), (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 
46). SN 74-356,655. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-8-1993. 

1,815,025. DOOMSDAY 2000 (STYLIZED). SCHEIFLER, 
EMIL D., (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-360,032. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-18-1993. 


1,815,026. MEGACORP INTERNATIONAL (STYLIZED). 
SCHEIFLER, EMIL D., (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 38). SN 
74-360,034. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-18-1993. 

1,815,027. HONORS. COBURN INVESTMENTS, INC., DBA 
GOLF DAY, (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-363,606. PUB. 8-3-1993. 
FILED 2-26-1993. 

1,815,028. SUPERFLYER. ALPHA PRODUCTS, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 22). SN 74-364,625. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-4-1993. 

1,815,029. LET’S GO SHOPPING. TREND ENTERPRISES, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-365,557. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-8-1993. 

1,815,030. CUSHION CONTROL SYSTEM. LISCO, 
(U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-375,277. PUB. 
4-5-1993. 


1,815,031. CHALK-O-GRAPHIC (STYLIZED). BANDAI 
AMERICA INCORPORATED, (US. CL. 22). SN 
74-377,105. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-1993. 


1,815,032. VEGAS STAKES. NINTENDO OF AMERICA 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 38). SN 74-377,317. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-7-1993. 

1,815,033. AQUA BRITES BY EARMOLD DESIGN, INC. 
(STYLIZED). EARMOLD DESIGN, INC., (U.S. CL. 50). SN 
74-377,582. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 


1,815,034. HARBINGER. MCCRANE, INC., DBA HARBIN- 
GER, (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-377,782. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,035. OCTOGRIP. STONE, DONALD, (U.S. CL. 22). SN 
74-377,855. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,036. THREE DIGIT NUMBERS GAME. WEATHER- 
FORD, FRED, DBA WEATHERFORD ENTERPRISES, 
(U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-379,307. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-16-1993. 

1,815,037. THE PIRATES OF DARK WATER. HANNA-BAR- 
BERA PRODUCTIONS, INC., (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-379,546. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-13-1993. 

1,815,038. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. BLUE FOX 
TACKLE COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-382,119. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,039. ACCURAIL. ACCURATE FINISHING, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 22). SN 74-382,621. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,040. HEART-GARD. S&M HUMAN PERFORMANCE 
PRODUCTS, INC., (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-383,448. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 

1,815,041. TACKLELOGIC. AMERICAN SPORTS DESIGNS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-383,622. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-22-1993. 

1,815,042. SHUR STRIKE. SEA STRIKER, INC., (U.S. CL. 
22). SN 74-386,718. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-5-1993. 

1,815,043. MEGABASS (STYLIZED). ITOH, KOICHI, (U.S. 
CL. 22). SN 74-386,993. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-6-1993. 


PARABODY, INC., 
10-12-1993. FILED 


INC., 
10-12-1993. FILED 
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1,815,044. M1-X. RAY COOK GOLF COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 
22). SN 74-388,259. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-4-1993. 

1,815,045. THE DEADBALL. O'CONNOR, GEOFFREY L., 
(U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-388,644. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
5-7-1993. 

1,815,046. MY SLUMBER PARTY. JUSTIN PRODUCTS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 22). SN 74-390,717. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-14-1993. 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


1,814,625 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,815,047. FANNY BAY OYSTERS AND DESIGN. FANNY 
BAY OYSTERS LTD., (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-176,237. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 6-12-1991. 

1,815,048. ISLOS. SOGENOR, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. 
CLS. 29 AND 30), (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-293,530. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 7-10-1992. 

1,815,049. COSMOS. COSMOS INC. 
(U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-301,579. PUB. 
8-6-1992. 

1,815,050. SIMPLY SUPERIOR. SARAMAR CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-331,567. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 11-16-1992. 

1,815,051. MARIE’S. CSC BRANDS, INC., MULTIPLE 
CLASS, (INT. CLS. 29 AND 30), (U.S. CL. 46). SN 
74-362,245. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-26-1993. 

1,815,052. NETHERLAND AND DESIGN. BYRNE DAIRY, 
INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 29, 30 AND 32), 
(U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-370,450. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-22-1993. 

1,815,053. ROYAL QUALITY FOODS AND DESIGN. ROYAL 
QUALITY FOODS, INC., (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-371,463. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-24-1993. 

1,815,054. MAPLEHURST FARMS. MAPLEHURST FARMS, 
INCORPORATED, (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-371,678. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-25-1993. 

1,815,055. THE OLIVE GARDEN. GENERAL MILLS RES- 
TAURANTS, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 29 
AND 30), (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-375,840. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-5-1993. 


IMPORT EXPORT, 
10-12-1993. FILED 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,815,048 (See Class 29 for this trademark). 

1,815,051 (See Class 29 for this trademark). 

1,815,052 (See Class 29 for this trademark). 

1,815,055 (See Class 29 for this trademark). 

1,815,056. CLASSICA BARATTI & MILANO AND DESIGN. 
BARATTI & MILANO S.R.1., (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-281,249. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 6-2-1992. 

1,815,057. HONEST DINER AND DESIGN. DINER, INC., 
THE, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 30 AND 42), (U.S. 
CLS. 46 AND 100). SN 74-315,429. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-21-1992. 

1,815,058. GLACIER II. ARCHER DANIELS MIDLAND 
COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 26). SN 74-320,563. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 10-2-1992. 

1,815,059. RAINIER AND DESIGN. RAINIER INSTITUTE 
FOR BIOLOGICAL RESEARCH, DBA RAINIER NATU- 
RAL FOODS, (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-320,785. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-5-1992. 

1,815,060. CHINA BOY AND DESIGN. CHINA DOLL, IN- 
CORPORATED, (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-325,895. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-27-1992. 

1,815,061. MRS. COLUMBUS SUPER PIES AND DESIGN. 
MRS. COLUMBUS SUPER PIES, INC., (U.S. CL. 46). SN 
74-375,441. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-5-1993. 

1,815,062. TEDDY GRAHAMS. NABISCO, INC., (U.S. CL. 
46). SN 74-375,677. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-5-1993. 

1,815,063. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. CONTINENTAL 
COFFEE PRODUCTS COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 46). SN 
74-382,720. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 
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1,815,064. SPRING QUARTET. COFFEE CONNECTION, 
INC., THE, (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-385,068. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-29-1993. 


CLASS 31—NATURAL AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS 


1,814,617 (See Class 1 for this trademark). 

1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 

1,815,024 (See Class 28 for this trademark). 

1,815,065. LIVING WORLD. ROLF C. HAGEN 


CORP., (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-322,973. PUB. 
FILED 10-15-1992. 


1,815,066. GOLDENFEAST AND DESIGN. BARNWOOD EN- 
TERPRISES, INC., (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-340,746. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-17-1992. 


(USA) 
10-12-1993. 


CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 


1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 
1,815,052 (See Class 29 for this trademark). 


1,815,067. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. DR. ENUF CORPO- 
RATION OF EAST TENNESSEE, (U.S. CLS. 45 AND 46) 
SN 74-288,888. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 6-22-1992. 


1,815,068. MB (STYLIZED). MARIE BRIZARD ET ROGER, 
INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 32 AND 33), (U.S. 
CLS. 45, 47, 48 AND 49). SN 74-322,000. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 10-9-1992. 


1,815,069. OLDE ENGLISH BRAND “800” (STYLIZED). 
PABST BREWING COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 48). SN 
74-335,810. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-1-1992. 


1,815,070. DOWNTOWN BROWN ALE. TABLE BLUFF 
BREWING, INC., DBA LOST COAST BREWERY & 
CAFE, (U.S. CL. 48). SN 74-370,055. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-22-1993. 


1,815,071. MAPLEHURST. MAPLEHURST FARMS, INCOR- 
PORATED, (U.S. CL. 46). SN 74-371,679. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-25-1993. 


1,815,072. AQUA VIE PARADISE AND DESIGN. AQUA VIE 
BEVERAGE CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 45). SN 
74-374,274. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-29-1993. 


1,815,073. SCHNUCKS S (STYLIZED). SCHNUCK MAR- 
KETS, INC., (U.S. CL. 45). SN 74-382,499. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-26-1993. 


1,815,074. DON-LOU. BUFFALO DON’S 
WELLS, LTD., (U.S. CL. 45). 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-29-1993. 


ARTESIAN 
SN 74-384,115. PUB. 


CLASS 33—WINES AND SPIRITS 


1,815,068 (See Class 32 for this trademark). 


1,815,075. KRIM ROTWEIN HALBTROCKEN AND DESIGN. 
SIMEX, AUSSENHANDELSGESELLSCHAFT SAVELS- 
BERG KG, (U.S. CL. 47). SN 74-272,669. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-5-1992. 


1,815,076. ALEXIS L (STYLIZED). ALEXIS LICHINE & 
CIE, (U.S. CL. 47). SN 74-307,863. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
8-24-1992. 


1,815,077. BUNKERS. PARAMOUNT DISTILLERS, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 49). SN 74-318,052. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-28-1992. 

1,815,078. ERNEST GALLO (STYLIZED). E. & J. GALLO 
WINERY, (U.S. CL. 47). SN 74-357,631. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-9-1993. 

1,815,079. STRONGBOW. H. P. BULMER LIMITED, (U.S. 
CL. 47). SN 74-379,280. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-16-1993. 
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CLASS 34—SMOKERS’ ARTICLES 


1,814,631 (See Class 3 for this trademark). 


SERVICE MARKS 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


1,814,879 (See Class 16 for this trademark). 

1,814,884 (See Class 16 for this trademark). 

1,814,908 (See Class 16 for this trademark). 

1,815,080. THE TEAM APPROACH AND DESIGN. STAMM, 
RICHARD A., JR., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35, 41 
AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 107). SN 74~-104,986. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-9-1990. 

1,815,081. VOICE OF AMERICA3 (STYLIZED). AMERICA3 
FOUNDATION, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-112,895. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-5-1990. 

1,815,082. FRIENDS & COMPANY. GOODMAN & CO, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-222,705. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 11-18-1991. 

1,815,083. COUNT ON ME AND DESIGN. JORDAN-DE- 
LAURENTI, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 
AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107). SN 74-233,940. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-30-1991. 

1,815,084. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. LOWE’S FOOD 
STORES, INC.. DBA LOWES FOODS, MULTIPLE 
CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 42), (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-255,330. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-13-1992. 

1,815,085. BIRTH OF AN INDUSTRY. TV ANSWER, INC., 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 38), (U.S. CLS. 
101 AND 104). SN 74-283,826. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
6-11-1992. 

1,815,086. FARMER FRESH JUDE GONZALEZ AND 
DESIGN. GET FRESH MARKETING CONCEPTS, (U.S. 
CL. 101). SN 74-292,665. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-9-1992. 

1,815,087. FOOD CENTER AND DESIGN. FOOD DISTRIBU- 
TION CENTER, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 
37), (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 103). SN 74-293,916. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 7-13-1992. 

1,815,088. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. GENERATING 
COMPANY, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 37), 
(U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 103). SN 74-305,953. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-18-1992. 

1,815,089. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. GENERATING 
COMPANY, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 37), 
(U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 103). SN 74-305,954. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-18-1992. 

1,815,090. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. GENERATING 
COMPANY, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 37), 
(U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 103). SN 74-305,955. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-18-1992. 

1,815,091. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. GENERATING 
COMPANY, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 37), 
(U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 103). SN 74-305,966. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-18-1992. 

1,815,092. RAPNET. RAPAPORT CORPORATION, MULTI- 
PLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 36), (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 
102). SN 74-311,402. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-8-1992. 

1,815,093. H AND DESIGN. HUNTSMAN CHEMICAL COR- 
PORATION, (U.S. CL. 101). SN _  74-313,509. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-14-1992. 

1,815,094. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. SHAW, JAMES G., 
DBA SHAW RESOURCES, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-319,933. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-1-1992. 

1,815,095. MIDAS. MILLIKEN & COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 101). 
SN 74-321,485. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-13-1992. 

1,815,096. PLANPLUS AND DESIGN. BCS FINANCIAL 
CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-322,406. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-13-1992. 
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1,815,097. FRAUNHOFER. FRAUNHOFER-GESELL- 
SCHAFT ZUR FORDERUNG DER ANGEWANDTEN 
FORSCHUNG E.V., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 
AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 74-332,275. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-18-1992. 


1,815,098. NORTHPOINT SOFTWARE VENTURES _INC.. 
NORTHPOINT SOFTWARE VENTURES, INC., MULTI- 
PLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35, 36 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 100, 
101 AND 102). SN 74-346,993. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
1-11-1993. 


1,815,099. KICKOFF KID. NEWCO, INC, DBA THE COL- 
LEGIATE ADVERTISING NETWORK, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 
74-350,985. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-22-1993. 


1,815,100. INTERNATURAL DESIGNS AND DESIGN. IN- 
TERNATURAL DESIGNS, INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-353,393. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-28-1993. 


1,815,101. LEAP. NATIONAL CENTER FOR HOUSING 
MANAGEMENT, MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 
AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107). SN 74-355,106. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-3-1993. 


1,815,102. SAINT CHARLES C AND DESIGN. CITY OF 
SAINT CHARLES, MISSOURI, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-364, 104. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-3-1993. 


1,815,103. EDC SEE AND DESIGN. EXPORT DEVELOP- 
MENT CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-367,412. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-12-1993. 


1,815,104. INTRACORP THE HEALTH CARE MANAGE- 
MENT COMPANY. CIGNA CORPORATION, (U.S. CLS. 
101 AND 102). SN 74-369,288. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-19-1993. 

1,815,105. SENIOR SHOWCASE. E.J. KRAUSE & ASSOCI- 
ATES, INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-372,263. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-26-1993. 


1,815,106. CAPTURING THE SPIRIT. TEXAS A&M UNI- 
VERSITY, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-373,042. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-29-1993. 


1,815,107. LOGO LISTING. SOUTHWESTERN’ BELL 


TELEPHONE COMPANY, (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 104). SN 
74-377,060. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-1993. 


1,815,108. ANTIQUE-A-RAMA (STYLIZED). MAVEN COM- 
PANY, INC., THE, DBA THE YOUNG MANAGEMENT 
COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-378,370. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-13-1993. 

1,815,109. EAGLEDIRECT AND DESIGN. EAGLE PRINT- 
ING CO., DBA EAGLE DIRECT, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-379,650. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-16-1993. 

1,815,110. ONECHECK. AMBEST, INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-380,749. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-15-1993. 

1,815,111. PRIORITY PARTNERS. AMERICAN SPEEDY 
PRINTING CENTERS, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. 
CLS. 35 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 74-381,706. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 

1,815,112. PSI INTERNATIONAL CARD MONITOR. PAY- 
MENT SYSTEMS, INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-381,722. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 

1,815,113. RETAIL REACH. EQUIFAX INC., (U.S. CL. 101). 
SN 74-381,782. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,815,114. A SPECTRUM OF SOLUTIONS AND DESIGN. 
NATIONAL TRADE PRODUCTIONS, INC., MULTIPLE 
CLASS, (INT. CLS. 35 AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107). 
SN 74-385,110. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-30-1993. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


1,814,881 (See Class 16 for this trademark). 

1,815,092 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,098 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,115. HOME TRUST AND DESIGN. STERLING FI- 
NANCIAL SERVICE, LTD., (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-200,496. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-3-1991. 

1,815,116. TOUCHTONE TRADER. FMR CORP., (U.S. CL. 
102). SN 74-259,252. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-26-1992. 
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1,815,117. MANAGEMENT MAKES THE DIFFERENCE. 
HABITAT COMPANY, THE, (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-295,599. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-20-1992. 

1,815,118. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. COMMONS MEDI- 
CAL DEVELOPMENT, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. 
CLS. 36 AND 37), (U.S. CLS. 101, 102 AND 103). SN 
74-310,423. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 8-31-1992. 

1,815,119. CREDIT CENTER AND DESIGN. AMERICAN 
GENERAL FINANCE, INC., DBA CREDIT CENTERS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-318,685. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-29-1992. 

1,815,120. GEODDYSEY. AUTODESK, INC., (U.S. CL. 102). 
SN 74-332,054. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-5-1992. 

1,815,121. PRIMEXTRA (STYLIZED). EMPLOYEE BENE- 
FIT PLANS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). SN 
74-333,275. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-20-1992. 

1,815,122. MEGA-BROKERS. CENTURY 21 DABBS & AS- 
SOCIATES, INC., AKA CENTURY 21 DABBS CORPO- 
RATION, (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). SN 74-333,874. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-23-1992. 

1,815,123. BETTING ON THE BIOLOGY. MONTGOMERY 
SECURITIES, (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-335,909. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-1-1992. 

1,815,124. AQUAPROTECT PLUS. ERW ENTERPRISES, 
LTD., (U.S. CL. 103). SN 74-345,529. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 1-4-1993. 

1,815,125. THE GREAT NEW ENGLAND LAND RUSH AND 
DESIGN. PROJECT MARKETING ASSOCIATES, INC., 
(U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). SN 74-352,183. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 1-25-1993. 

1,815,126. DEDUCTIBLE PLUS. AMERICAN FAMILY LIFE 
ASSURANCE COMPANY OF COLUMBUS, (U.S. CL. 102). 
SN 74-362,384. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-26-1993. 

1,815,127. FINANCIAL INDEPENDENCE SERVICE AND 
DESIGN. AMA INVESTMENT ADVISERS, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 102). SN 74-362,903. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-1-1993. 

1,815,128. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. BLUE CROSS AND 
BLUE SHIELD OF VIRGINIA, (U.S. CL. 102). SN 
74-373,875. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-31-1993. 

1,815,129. ST SECURE TITLE AND DESIGN. SECURE 
TITLE, INC., (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-375,074. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-1-1993. 

1,815,130. CUSTOMER SATISFACTION SERVICE PLAN 
THE AMERICAN WAY CSSP AND DESIGN. AMERICAN 
WAY FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORATION, DBA 
THE AMERICAN WAY, (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-375,842. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-5-1993. 

1,815,131. MASTERKEY. BELL ATLANTIC NETWORK 
SERVICES, INC., (U.S. CLS. 102 AND 104). SN 74-376,677. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-25-1993. 

1,815,132. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. NABISCO, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-376,684. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-7-1993. 

1,815,133. FUNDQUEST. FUNDQUEST INCORPORATED, 
(U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-377,565. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-12-1993. 

1,815,134. FOA MORTGAGE COMPANY. FIRST OF AMER- 
ICA MORTGAGE COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 102). SN 
74-379,135. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-15-1993. 

1,815,135. FACING THE ISSUES THAT FACE CALIFOR- 
NIANS. SANWA BANK CALIFORNIA, (U.S. CL. 102). SN 
74-379,373. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-16-1993. 

1,815,136. CATHY HARRIS A HERITAGE OF SERVICE EX- 
CELLENCE AND DESIGN. HARRIS, CATHERINE A., 
(U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). SN 74-379,641. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-16-1993. 

1,815,137. PCU. PAWTUCKET CREDIT UNION, (U.S. CL. 
102). SN 74-381,314. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-21-1993. 

1,815,138. CES AND DESIGN. CARD ESTABLISHMENT 
SERVICES, INC., (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-381,723. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 

1,815,139. THE VALUE IS WHAT WE KNOW. BROWER IN- 
SURANCE AGENCY, (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). SN 
74-381,907. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 

1,815,140. ECC (STYLIZED). CIZZERS, INC., TA EAST 
COAST CREDIT, (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-382,928. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 
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1,815,141. OUR LOAN IS YOUR HOME. NEIGHBOR'S FI- 
NANCIAL CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 102). SN 74-385,512. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


1,814,831 (See Class 1] for this trademark). 

1,815,087 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,088 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,089 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,090 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,091 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,118 (See Class 36 for this trademark). 

1,815,142. RED HAWK AND DESIGN. LEASING TECH- 
NOLOGY, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 37 AND 


41), (U.S. CLS. 100, 103 AND 107). SN 74-220,914. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-7-1991. 


1,815,143. CERTA PROPAINTERS AND DESIGN. COLLEGE 
PRO PAINTERS LIMITED, ASSIGNEE OF CERTA PRO- 
PAINTERS LTD., (U.S. CL. 103). SN 74-256,853. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-19-1992. 


1,815,144. BRAND. BRAND COMPANIES, INC., THE, 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 37, 39, 40 AND 42), (U.S. 
CLS. 100, 101, 103, 105 AND 106). SN 74-292,249. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 7-6-1992. 


1,815,145. MOLE MAN. EARTH TOOL CORPORATION, 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 37 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 
100 AND 103). SN 74-314,501. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-17-1992. 


1,815,146. MAI AND DESIGN. MICHAEL ALTMAN, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 103). SN 74-372,976. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
3-29-1993. 


1,815,147. MAID FOR YOU HOME CLEANING PROFES- 
SIONALS AND DESIGN. ERM HOLDING COMPANY, 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 103). SN 74-377,559. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 


1,815,148. NICOR ENERGY SERVICES. NICOR INC., (U.S. 
CL. 103). SN 74-382,213. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-26-1993. 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


1,814,980 (See Class 25 for this trademark). 
1,815,085 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 


1,815,149. HELICON CABLE VISION TODAY’S ENTER- 
TAINMENT VALUE! AND DESIGN. HELICON CORP., 
MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 38 AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 
104 AND 107). SN 74-320,541. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-5-1992. 


1,815,150. HELICON. HELICON CORP., MULTIPLE 
CLASS, (INT. CLS. 38 AND 41), (U.S. CLS. 104 AND 107). 
SN 74-326,554. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-27-1992. 


1,815,151. CAUTION ADULTS AT PLAY AND DESIGN. DA- 
TASAFE PUBLICATIONS, INC., (U.S. CL. 104). SN 
74-375,223. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-5-1993. 


1,815,152. CALLMAX STRATEGIES. BELL ATLANTIC 
NETWORK SERVICES, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. 
CLS. 38 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 104). SN 74-379,226. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-15-1993. 


1,815,153. EASYSEND. INTERCALL, INC., (U.S. CLS. 101 
AND 104). SN 74-380,390. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-19-1993. 


1,815,154. VALUE INSURANCE PLAN PLUS. MCI COMMU- 
NICATIONS CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 104). SN 
74-381,273. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-21-1993. 


1,815,155. SABADOS FAMILIARES. MCI COMMUNICA- 
TIONS CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 104). SN 74-385,607. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 
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CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 


1,815,144 (See Class 37 for this trademark). 

1,815,156. TRAVEL CRAFT. SO9 TRAVEL, INC., (U.S. CL. 
105). SN 74-213,858. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-17-1991. 

1,815,157. ECKSPRESS. EAC CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 
105). SN 74-232,332. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-18-1991. 

1,815,158. VACATION PARTNERS. CARLSON TRAVEL 
GROUP, INC., (U.S. CL. 105). SN 74-310,852. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-2-1992. 

1,815,159. CHARMING HOLIDAYS AND DESIGN. DELTA 
TOUR & TRAVEL SERVICES, INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 
105). SN 74-347,203. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-11-1993. 

1,815,160. THE MOVING ALTERNATIVE. BYT ENTER- 
PRISES, INC., (U.S. CL. 105). SN 74-374,406. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-1-1993. 

1,815,161. PICKLE-BARRELL SUBS. P. B. SUBS, INC., MUL- 
TIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 39 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 105). SN 74-375,596. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-5-1993. 

1,815,162. POF PLUS. BETZ LABORATORIES, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 105). SN 74-380,907. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-16-1993. 

1,815,163. FOREVER YOUNG. CLUB MED, INC., (U.S. CL. 
105). SN 74-385,018. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-30-1993. 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 


1,814,623 (See Class 2 for this trademark). 

1,814,831 (See Class 11 for this trademark). 

1,815,144 (See Class 37 for this trademark). 

1,815,164. ALTERATIONS EXPRESS AND DESIGN. ALTER- 
ATIONS EXPRESS INCORPORATED, (U.S. CL. 106). SN 
74-273,719. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-11-1992. 

1,815,165. WULCANIUM (STYLIZED). VULCANIUM COR- 
PORATION, (U.S. CLS. 103 AND 106). SN 74-280,948. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 6-3-1992. 

1,815,166. HERITAGE HOME FASHIONS. TUCKASEIGEE 
MILLS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 103 AND 106). SN 74-364,718. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-3-1993. 

1,815,167. INNOVATIVE SOLUTIONS THROUGH DRUG 
DELIVERY. CIMA LABS, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. 
CLS. 40 AND 42), (U.S. CLS. 100, 101, 103 AND 106). SN 
74-370,838. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-22-1993. 

1,815,168. NAI (STYLIZED) NEWAY ANCHORLOK 
INTERNATIONAL, INC., (U.S. CLS. 103 AND 106). SN 
74-385,902. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 

1,815,169. PROMO-CAL. FREELY CREATIVE, INC., (U.S. 
CLS. 103 AND 106). SN 74~-388,454. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-10-1993. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


1,814,673 (See Class 5 for this trademark). 

1,814,749 (See Class 9 for this trademark). 

1,814,879 (See Class 16 for this trademark). 

1,814,937 (See Class 18 for this trademark). 

1,814,980 (See Class 25 for this trademark). 

1,815,080 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,083 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,101 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,114 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 

1,815,142 (See Class 37 for this trademark). 

1,815,149 (See Class 38 for this trademark). 

1,815,150 (See Class 38 for this trademark). 

1,815,170. CENTER SCREEN. GTE SERVICE CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-276,153. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 5-18-1992. 

1,815,171. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. MARU MARTIAL 
ARTS INC., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-276,619. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 5-18-1992. 
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1,815,172. CBMI. CHRISTIAN BLIND MISSION INTERNA- 
TIONAL, INC., MULTIPLE CLASS, (INT. CLS. 41 AND 
42), (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 107). SN 74-278,738. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 5-26-1992. 


1,815,173. INSTITUTE AVEDA HORST EDUCATION 
CENTER AND DESIGN. A-VEDA CORPORATION, (U.S. 
CL. 107). SN 74-287,869. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
6-24-1992. 


1,815,174. CBS NEWS 48 HOURS AND DESIGN. CBS INC., 
(U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-304,730. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
8-17-1992. 

1,815,175. MIDBURB. STRATIS, ZACHARY, (U.S. CLS. 101 
AND 107). SN 74-305,528. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
8-17-1992. 

1,815,176. AT HOME WITH SHIRLEY. KERVICK, SHIR- 
LEY K., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-313,031. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-11-1992. 


1,815,177. PAPA DOO RUN RUN AND DESIGN. PAPA DOO 
RUN RUN, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-315,913. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-21-1992. 


1,815,178. ELIZA (STYLIZED). ELIZA ENTERTAINMENT, 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 100, 101 AND 107). SN 74-318,371. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-28-1992. 


1,815,179. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. HOUSTON 
MCLANE COMPANY, INC., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-320,863. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-8-1992. 


1,815,180. SONS OF REGRET. CUFFIA, MICHAEL JOHN, 
(U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-321,233. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-9-1992. 

1,815,181. FIESTA FAMILIAR. FIESTA EDUCATIVA, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-323,122. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-19-1992. 


1,815,182. SMART WOMEN ABOUT... MONEY, INC. RE- 
TIREMENT & INVESTMENT PLANNING AND DESIGN. 
SMART WOMEN ABOUT...MONEY, INC., (U.S. CL. 107). 
SN 74-331,525. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-16-1992. 


1,815,183. THE OUTDOOR ACTION CONFERENCE ON AQ- 
UIFER RESTORATION, GROUND WATER MONITORING 
AND GEOPHYSICAL METHODS. NATIONAL GROUND 
WATER ASSOCIATION, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-340,113. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-14-1992. 


1,815,184. IFP. INDEPENDENT FEATURE PROJECT, 
(U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-340,875. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
12-17-1992. 

1,815,185. IFP GOTHAM AWARDS. INDEPENDENT FEA- 
TURE PROJECT, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-341,011. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-17-1992. 


1,815,186. MR. MEMORABILIA. WATT, RICHARD L., (U.S. 
CL. 107). SN 74-342,639. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
12-23-1992. 

1,815,187. CADA AND DESIGN. CALIFORNIA ASSOCIA- 
TION OF DIRECTORS OF ACTIVITIES, (U.S. CL. 107). 
SN 74-344,880. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-31-1992. 

1,815,188. TRANSFORMEDIA. SKILLMASTER, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 107). SN 74-346,628. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-8-1993. 


1,815,189. KIDZEXPLORE AND DESIGN. J AND J PUBLI- 
CATIONS, INC., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-356,546. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-5-1993. 


1,815,190. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. PHILADELPHIA 
FOLKSONG SOCIETY, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-356,964. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 2-8-1993. 


1,815,191. THE OREGONIAN INSIDE LINE AND DESIGN. 
OREGONIAN PUBLISHING COMPANY, (U.S. CLS. 104 
AND 107). SN 74-366,476. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
2-2-1993. 

1,815,192. THE AUDREY COHEN COLLEGE SYSTEM OF 
EDUCATION. AUDREY COHEN COLLEGE, (U.S. CL. 
107). SN 74-371,753. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-25-1993. 

1,815,193. ITS. INTERNATIONAL TELEPRODUCTION 
SOCIETY, INC., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-373,804. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-31-1993. 

1,815,194. K.E.E.N. KIDS ENJOY EXERCISE NOW AND 
DESIGN. KIDS ENJOY EXERCISE NOW (K.E.E.N.) 
FOUNDATION INC., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-374,564. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-2-1993. 
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1,815,195. FUNSPOT (STYLIZED). WEIRS SPORTS 
CENTER, INC., THE, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-374,866. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-2-1993. 

1,815,196. “DO-IT-ALL"DAY (STYLIZED). FIRST COLONI- 
AL BANKSHARES CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 
74-377,085. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-1993. 

1,815,197. “I AM” STUDY GROUPS. SAINT GERMAIN 
FOUNDATION, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-377,545. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,198. SANTA BARBARA. NEW WORLD TELEVISION, 
(U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-378,302. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-13-1993. 

1,815,199. MOUNTAIN MAN WINTER TRIATHLON AVON/ 
BEAVER CREEK COLORADO AND DESIGN. MOUNTAIN 
MAN WINTER TRIATHLON, INC., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 
74-378,989. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,200. ITS "RY WASHINGTON, MCDONALD'S CORPO- 
RATION, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-379,598. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,815,201. THE CHEMISTRY IS RIGHT. DOWELANCO, 
(U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-380,595. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-19-1993. 

1,815,202. MOBIL AND DESIGN. MOBIL OIL CORPORA- 
TION, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-380,874. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,815,203. FANTASY ZONE. RISING ENTERPRISE COR- 
PORATION, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-380,901. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,815,204. RONALD MCDONALD'S MCMAGICAL BE A 
CLOWN CIRCUS SHOW AND DESIGN. MCDONALD'S 
CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-382,128. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,205. FYRE. BISTERFELDT, RICHARD, (US. CL. 
107). SN 74-382,634. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,206. CATCH THE RAINBOW. NEW ENTERTAIN- 
MENT GUILD, (U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-382,636. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-23-1993. 

1,815,207. DECISION PRECISION. SCHUYLER, JOHN R., 
(U.S. CL. 107). SN 74-383,445. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-27-1993. 

1,815,208. TOAST. ALLEN, JOHN P., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 
74-383,687. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-28-1993. 

1,815,209. INFINITY. SZABO, ROBERT JAMES, (U.S. CL. 
107). SN 74-384,712. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-30-1993. 

1,815,210. PAR-A-DICE RIVERBOAT CASINO. GREATER 
PEORIA RIVERBOAT CORPORATION, (U.S. CL. 107). 
SN 74-801,092. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 8-28-1991. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


1,814,673 (See Class 5 for this trademark). 
1,814,703 (See Class 6 for this trademark). 
1,814,737 (See Class 9 for this trademark). 
1,814,751 (See Class 9 for this trademark). 
1,814,752 (See Class 9 for this trademark). 
1,814,831 (See Class 11 for this trademark). 
1,814,839 (See Class 12 for this trademark). 
1,814,861 (See Class 14 for this trademark). 
1,814,884 (See Class 16 for this trademark). 
1,814,973 (See Class 25 for this trademark). 
1,815,057 (See Class 30 for this trademark). 
1,815,080 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 
1,815,084 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 
1,815,097 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 
1,815,098 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 
1,815,111 (See Class 35 for this trademark). 
1,815,144 (See Class 37 for this trademark). 
1,815,145 (See Class 37 for this trademark). 
1,815,152 (See Class 38 for this trademark). 
1,815,161 (See Class 39 for this trademark). 
1,815,167 (See Class 40 for this trademark). 
1,815,172 (See Class 41 for this trademark). 
1,815,211. FRIDA CRAFT STORES. TIMBUKTU TRADING 
LTD., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 73-838,841. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 11-13-1989. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


1,815,212. PHONE PAL. SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELE- 
PHONE COMPANY, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-075,016. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 7-2-1990. 

1,815,213. THE NEW YORK SUIT EXCHANGE LTD. AND 
DESIGN. WE SUIT AMERICA, INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-189,838. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-29-1991. 

1,815,214. MEDICON. MEDICON, (U.S. CL. 
74-274,096. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-11-1992. 

1,815,215. THE GREEN TURTLE BAY VITAMIN CO. AND 
DESIGN. HORBATT, KAREN, DBA THE GREEN 
TURTLE BAY VITAMIN CO., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-290,342. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 7-1-1992. 

1,815,216. AMERICAN SOCIETY OF LIPO-SUCTION SUR- 
GERY. AMERICAN SOCIETY OF LIPO-SUCTION SUR- 
GERY, INC., THE, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-294,387. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 7-15-1992. 

1,815,217. LINC, UNISYS CORPORATION, (U.S. CLS. 100 
AND 101). SN 74-294,881. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
7-16-1992. 


1,815,218. BONES (STYLIZED). COMDISCO SYSTEMS, 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 74-303,092. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-7-1992. 


1,815,219. AQUA AIR A2 ANALYTICAL A2. RECON SYS- 
TEMS, INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-309,902. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-3-1992. 

1,815,220. FIBAR SYSTEMS. ROBERT GODFREY, LTD., 
(U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-310,046. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-2-1992. 

1,815,221. HAPPY FISH 15 DAY GUARANTEE AND 
DESIGN. NEW ENGLAND SERUM COMPANY, INC., 
DBA JUST FOR PETS SUPERSTORE, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 
74-312,119. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-9-1992. 

1,815,222. SHULA’S STEAK HOUSE AND DESIGN. MIAMI 
LAKES HOSPITALITY, INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 107). 
SN 74-316,798. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 9-24-1992. 

1,815,223. OHS. OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH SERVICES, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-317,506. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 9-24-1992. 


1,815,224. DADS. DATEQ INFORMATION NETWORK, 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 74-318,181. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-28-1992. 

1,815,225. AUNT. DATEQ INFORMATION NETWORK, 
INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 74-318,184. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 9-28-1992. 

1,815,226. ENTERNET. VOICE-TEL ENTERPRISES, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-319,106. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
9-29-1992. 

1,815,227. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. VAN VOORHIS, 
JOHN DANIEL, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-321,965. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-9-1992. 

1,815,228. TAILGATE PACK. HARDEE’S FOOD SYSTEMS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-323,768. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 10-19-1992. 

1,815,229. WHOLESALE DIRECT. RELCO CORP., (U.S. CL. 
101). SN 74-324,245. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-21-1992. 

1,815,230. WHOLESALE ADVANTAGE. RELCO CORP., 
(U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-324,246. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
10-21-1992. 

1,815,231. FELLY’S. FELLY’S FLOWERS, INC., (U.S. CL. 
101). SN 74-325,120. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-22-1992. 

1,815,232. LIFE. WHAT A BEAUTIFUL CHOICE. ARTHUR 
S. DE MOSS FOUNDATION, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 
74-325,828. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 10-26-1992. 

1,815,233. SHALOM PRINTING. MAHGEREFTEH, 
EDMOND, (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 74-326,640. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 10-28-1992. 

1,815,234. DAN MARINO’S AMERICAN SPORTS BAR & 
GRILL AND DESIGN. DAN MARINO’S AMERICAN 
SPORTS BAR & GRILL, INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). 
SN 74-327,568. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 11-2-1992. 

1,815,235. BRINGER INN. BRINGER INN INCORPORAT- 
ED, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-332,561. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
11-19-1992. 

1,815,236. FPE STANDARDS. WPM, INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 
74-337,768. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 12-7-1992. 


100). SN 
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1,815,237. KENFIL DISTRIBUTION THE BEST IN BUSI- 
NESS AND DESIGN. KENFIL INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 
74-346,649. PUB. 8-10-1993. FILED 1-8-1993. 

1,815,238. ART MART AND DESIGN. ART MART, LTD., 
(U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-348,895. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
1-15-1993. 

1,815,239. AT ONCE...WINDOW DECORATING. DRAPERY 
BOUTIQUE, INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-349,995. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-21-1993. 

1,815,240. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. MINOTAUR DE- 
SIGNS, LTD., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-352,280. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 1-25-1993. 

1,815,241. TEXOIL AND DESIGN. TEXOIL COMPANY, 
(U.S. CLS. 100 AND 103). SN 74-353,438. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 1-28-1993. 

1,815,242. TEXAS STATE SOCIETY OF WASHINGTON, DC 
AND DESIGN. TEXAS STATE SOCIETY OF WASHING- 
TON, D.C., THE, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-357,494. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 2-10-1993. 

1,815,243. PERGAMENT. PERGAMENT HOME CENTERS, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-360,684. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 2-22-1993. 

1,815,244. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. BIO-IMAGING 
TECHNOLOGIES, INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 
74-364,468. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-3-1993. 

1,815,245. CB CARTER BURGESS AND DESIGN. CARTER 
& BURGESS, INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-365,715. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 3-8-1993. 

1,815,246. SH AND DESIGN. W.C. BRADLEY COMPANY, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-369,143. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-19-1993. 

1,815,247. ONE PRICE FOR EVERYONE AND DESIGN. 
VILLAGE IMPORTED CARS, INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-370,193. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-22-1993. 

1,815,248. LAST MINUTE ROOMS AND DESIGN. LAST 
MINUTE ROOMS, INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-372,214. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-8-1993. 

1,815,249. SPRINGMAID WAMSUTTA AND DESIGN. 
SPRINGS INDUSTRIES, INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-372,625. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 3-29-1993. 

1,815,250. INNOVATIVE LAW.. MILLS, TIMMONS & 
FLOWERS (A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION), 
(U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 74-372,974. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-29-1993. 

1,815,251. THE MUSIC POST EST. 1985 AND DESIGN. 
DALTON, JAMES WILLIAM, JR., DBA THE MUSIC 
POST, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-373,837. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 3-31-1993. 

1,815,252. YOUR DENTIST CARES ABOUT YOU. WISCON- 
SIN DENTAL ASSOCIATION, INC., (U.S. CL. 107). SN 
74-375,072. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-1-1993. 

1,815,253. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INNOVATION 
CENTER, THE, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-375,972. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,254. MISCELLANEOUS 
CENTER, THE, (U.S. CL. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,255. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. 
PRODUCT DESIGN INC., (U.S. CL. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,256. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. 
PRODUCT DESIGN INC., (U.S. CL. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,257. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INTERNATIONAL 
PRODUCT DESIGN INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 
74-376,028. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,258. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INTERNATIONAL 
PRODUCT DESIGN INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 
74-376,037. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,259. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INTERNATIONAL 
PRODUCT DESIGN INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 
74-376,039. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,260. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INTERNATIONAL 
PRODUCT DESIGN INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 
74-376,041. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,261. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INTERNATIONAL 
PRODUCT DESIGN INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 
74-376,043. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 


DESIGN. 
101). SN 


INNOVATION 
74-375,981. PUB. 


INTERNATIONAL 
101). SN 74-375,984. 


INTERNATIONAL 
101). SN 74-375,986. 
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1,815,262. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INTERNATIONAL 
PRODUCT DESIGN INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 
74-376,044. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-6-1993. 

1,815,263. VAN HOECKS. VAN HOECKS, INC., (U.S. CL. 
100). SN 74-377,079. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-1993. 

1,815,264. MEN’S SIZES WOMEN’S SIZES AND DESIGN. 
VAN HOECKS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 
74-377,123. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-9-1993. 

1,815,265. A+ (STYLIZED). NISSAN, PAUL, DBA THE 
COMING DAY, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-377,558. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,266. NATIONAL CORN YIELD CONTEST AND 
DESIGN. NATIONAL CORN GROWERS ASSOCIATION, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-377,887. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,267. ADVANCE AUTO PARTS. ADVANCE STORES 
COMPANY, INCORPORATED, (U.S. CL. 101). SN 
74-377,916. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,268. JUST JUSTIN. BOOT ROYALTY COMPANY, 
(U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-377,917. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-12-1993. 

1,815,269. MUSICIAN’S FRIEND AND DESIGN. MUSI- 
CIAN’S FRIEND, INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-378,131. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,270. NETCORE. NETCORE TECHNOLOGY, INC., 
(U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-378,203. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-12-1993. 

1,815,271. ALL JOKES ASIDE. ALL JOKES ASIDE, LTD., 
(U.S. CLS. 100 AND 107). SN 74-378,226. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-9-1993. 

1,815,272. SURESAVER. ITT SHERATON CORPORATION, 
(U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-378,533. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-14-1993. 

1,815,273. TONY TORTELLINI’S. BIG BURGER, INC., (U.S. 
CL. 100). SN 74-378,570. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-14-1993. 

1,815,274. ABC AND DESIGN. ANALYTICAL BIOCHEMIS- 
TRY LABORATORIES, INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 
74-378,671. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-14-1993. 

1,815,275. INFO AMERICALL. INFORMATION AMERICA, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-378,798. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-12-1993. 

1,815,276. 50-DAY SPIRITUAL ADVENTURE. CHAPEL OF 
THE AIR, THE, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-379,168. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-15-1993. 

1,815,277. MPI MEETING PLANNERS INTERNATIONAL 
AND DESIGN. MEETING PLANNERS INTERNATION- 
AL, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-379,309. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-16-1993. 

1,815,278. BARBEQUES GALORE. BARBEQUES GALORE, 
INC., (U.S. CL. 101). SN 74-380,656. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-20-1993. 

1,815,279. THE HAPPY FEW. LOPEZ, MANUEL ANTO- 
NIO, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-380,948. PUB. 10-12-1993. 
FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,815,280. CEO CATHOLIC EXECUTIVES ORGANIZATION. 
BURNS, MADELYN J., (U.S. CL. 100). SN 74-380,986. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 4-14-1993. 

1,815,281. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. GARTNER, JAY S., 
DBA THE ALLERGY & ASTHMA CENTER, (U.S. CL. 
100). SN 74-381,055. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-19-1993. 

1,815,282. BIO GRO SYSTEMS AND DESIGN. BIO GRO 
SYSTEMS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 101). SN 74-381,821. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-22-1993. 

1,815,283. RTJ THE RIGHT TRACK TO JUSTICE AND 
DESIGN. RTJ CONSULTING, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 
74-382,597. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,284. REAL JEWELRY MONTH NOVEMBER 199 AND 
DESIGN. JEWELERS OF AMERICA, INC., (U.S. CL. 100). 
SN 74-382,649. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-26-1993. 

1,815,285. RACQUET COBBLERS/ENGRAVABLES. RAC- 
QUET COBBLERS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 103). SN 
74-383,784. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-28-1993. 

1,815,286. RACQUET COBBLERS AND DESIGN. RACQUET 
COBBLERS, INC., (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 103). SN 
74-383,821. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-28-1993. 
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1,815,287. BARTRONICS (STYLIZED). BARTON PROTEC- 
TIVE SERVICES INCORPORATED, (U.S. CL. 100). SN 
74-384,207. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 4-27-1993. 


1,815,288. FOREVER YOUNG. CLUB MED, INC., (U.S. CLS. 
100 AND 107). SN 74-385,017. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-30-1993. 


1,815,289. MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. M.T.C., INC., (U.S. 
CL. 100). SN 74-385,062. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-28-1993. 


1,815,290. IT’S WHAT’S ON THE INSIDE THAT COUNTS. 
CASFAM, INC., DBA LFL LINGERIE FOR LESS, (U.S. 
CL. 101). SN 74-385,202. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
4-22-1993. 

1,815,291. ROLLING THUNDER CYCLES INC AND 
DESIGN. ROLLING THUNDER CYCLES, INC., (U.S. CL. 
101). SN 74-385,410. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-3-1993. 


1,815,292. GOOD SPORTS. BROOKINS, MICHAEL A., (U.S. 
CL. 101). SN 74-385,956. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-4-1993. 


1,815,293. HURRICANE ISLAND. DR. JAMES GASTON, 
DBA HURRICANE ISLAND RESTAURANT, (U.S. CL. 
100). SN 74-387,340. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 5-7-1993. 


1,815,294. SS SOUTHERN STATES AND DESIGN. SOUTH- 
ERN STATES COOPERATIVE, INCORPORATED, (U.S. 
CL. 101). SN _ 74-800,405. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 
11-15-1990. 
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PRIOR UNITED STATES CLASSIFICATION 
COLLECTIVE MEMBERSHIP MARKS 


CLASS 200—COLLECTIVE MEMBERSHIP 

1,814,751 (See Class 9 for this trademark). 

1,815,295. NATIONAL RURAL LETTER CARRIERS’ ASSO- 
CIATION 1903 AND DESIGN. NATIONAL RURAL 
LETTER CARRIERS’ ASSOCIATION, SN 74-301,293. 
PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 8-5-1992. 

1,815,296. NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF ENROLLED 
AGENTS EA AND DESIGN. NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 
OF ENROLLED AGENTS, SN_  74-336,909. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 12-4-1992. 

1,815,297. MOUNTAIN ALLIANCE. MOUNTAIN ALLI- 
ANCE, SN 74-349,281. PUB. 10-12-1993. FILED 1-19-1993. 


CERTIFICATION MARKS 


CLASS A—GOODS 

1,815,298. Q QUALITY ASSURANCE INTERNATIONAL AND 
DESIGN. MCLELLAN, GRIFFITH W., DBA QUALITY 
ASSURANCE INTERNATIONAL, SN 74-305,786. PUB. 
10-12-1993. FILED 8-20-1992. 





TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS ISSUED 
UNDER SECTION 1(d) 


The following marks have registered on the Principal Register pursuant to the intent-to-use provisions of Section 1(d) of 


the Trademark Act of 1946, as amended. 


SECTION 1.—INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION 


The short titles associated below with the international class numbers are terms designed merely for quick identification and 
are not an official part of the international classification. The full names of international classes are given in section 6.1 of the 


trademark rules of practice. 


The designation “U.S. Cl.” appearing in this section refers to the U.S. class in effect prior to Sep. 1, 1973 rather than the 
international class which applies to applications filed on or after that date. For adoption of international classification see notice 
in the OFFICIAL GAZETTE of Jun. 26, 1973 (911 O.G. TM 210). 


Application in more than one class 


1,815,299. BENDELCO, INC., WILMINGTON, DE. SN 
74-033,389. PUB. 2-26-1991, FILED 2-27-1990. 


OWNER OF 
1,507,667. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “NEW YORK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

“HENRY BENDEL” DOES NOT IDENTIFY A PARTICU- 
LAR LIVING INDIVIDUAL. 


U.S. REG. NOS. 408,921, 409,915, AND 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR HAIR SHAMPOO, HAIR CONDITIONER, HAIR 
CREAM, HAIR SPRAY, NAIL POLISH, NAIL POLISH RE- 
MOVER, HAND LOTION, BODY LOTION, FOAMING 
MILK BATH, BUBBLE BATH, BATH CRYSTALS, BATH 
SALTS, BATH SALTS IN TABLET FORM, BATH OILS, 
PERFUMES, COLOGNES, ESSENTIAL OILS FOR PER- 
SONAL USE, TOILET WATERS, LIQUID FACIAL FOUN- 
DATION MAKEUP, EYE SHADOW, FACE POWDER, 
BODY DUSTING POWDER, TALCUM POWDER, BLUSH, 
EYELINER, EYE BROW PENCILS, LIPSTICKS, LIP 
GLOSSES, MASCARA, ROUGE, ROUGE PENCIL USED 
TO OUTLINE THE LIPS BEAUTY CLAY, EYE POMADE, 
TOILET SOAPS, BRILLIANTINE, LINGERIE BATH, 
FACIAL KITS COMPOSED OF THE FOREGOING, 
FACIAL MASKS, FACIAL CREAM, CLEANSING CREAM, 
NIGHT CREAM, NECK CREAM, FOUNDATION CREAM, 
FACIAL POWDER IN DECORATIVE BOXES, EYE PACK 
USED FOR COSMETIC PURPOSES, SUNTAN LOTION, 
AND SACHETS (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1990. 
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CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR WOMEN’S AND MISSES’ WEARING APPAREL, 
NAMELY, DRESSES, EVENING GOWNS, BRIDAL 
GOWNS, BRIDESMAID GOWNS, VEILS, SHIRTS, PANTS, 
JACKETS, VESTS, BLOUSES, JEANS, SKIRTS, TANK 
TOPS, T-SHIRTS, SHORTS, JUMPSUITS, PANTSUITS, 
BELTS AND HEAD BANDS, SWEATERS, SWEATPANTS, 
SWEATSHIRTS, SWEATSUITS, SUITS, COATS, RAIN 
COATS, FUR COATS, FUR JACKETS, FUR RAINCOATS, 
SHEARLINGS, NAMELY, JACKETS, VESTS AND COATS; 
SWIMWEAR, LINGERIE, UNDERWEAR, PANTIES, 
SLEEPWEAR, NIGHTGOWNS, PAJAMAS, ROBES, BED 
JACKETS, CHEMISES, TEDDIES, NIGHT SHIRTS, NEG- 
LIGEES, BODYSTOCKINGS, GARTERS, BRAS, CORSETS, 
CRINOLINES, SLIPS, HOSIERY, PANTYHOSE, KNEE-HI 
STOCKINGS, SOCKS, SLIPPERS, GLOVES OF LEATHER 
AND FABRIC, MITTENS, HATS, TURBANS, SCARVES, 
AND SHAWLS; INFANTS’ AND CHILDREN’S WEARING 
APPAREL, NAMELY, DRESSES, SUITS, SWEATERS, 
BLOUSES, SLEEPERS, PAJAMAS, SHORTS, JEANS, 
OVERALLS, SOCKS, HATS, GLOVES, MITTENS, RAIN- 
COATS, JACKETS, COATS, AND SUSPENDERS; SHOES, 
BOOTS, SLIPPERS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1990. 


1,815,300. WASTE WATER SYSTEMS, INC., LILBURN, 
GA. SN 74-137,618. PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 2-8-1991. 


PERC-RITE 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRONIC CONTROLLERS FOR WASTE 
WATER PURIFICATION UNITS, ELECTRONIC SOLE- 
NOIDS FOR CONTROLLING WASTE WATER PURIFICA- 
TION UNITS, AND FLOAT SWITCHES FOR USE WITH 
WASTE WATER PURIFICATION UNITS (U.S. CLS. 21 
AND 26). 

FIRST USE 1-29-1991; IN COMMERCE 11-4-1991. 
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CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR RESIDENTIAL, COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRI- 
AL SEWAGE AND WASTE WATER PURIFICATION 
UNITS; HYDROPNEUMATIC TANKS, PVC PIPE AND 
DRIP TUBING; VALVES FOR USE IN WASTE WATER 
PURIFICATION UNITS AND WATER FILTERS FOR USE 
IN WASTE WATER PURIFICATION UNITS (U.S. CLS. 13 
AND 31). 


FIRST USE 1-29-1991; IN COMMERCE 11-4-1991. 


1,815,301. JU CHAI CO., LTD., HSIN CHUANG CITY, 
TAIPEI HSIEN, TAIWAN. SN 74-138,875. PUB. 12-1-1992, 
FILED 2-13-1991. 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD “JU” IS 
“SCHOLARS” AND THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF 
THE WORD “CHAI” IS “PIOUS”. 


CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


FOR SCALLOP CAKES MADE WITH SOY; PORK AND 
MEAT SUBSTITUTES MADE WITH SOY; FISH BALL 
SUBSTITUTES MADE WITH SOY AND MUSHROOMS; 
COATED MEAT SUBSTITUTES FROM SOY; VEGETA- 
BLE BALLS MADE OF SOY; SOY CAKES; PRE-MIXED 
PACKAGED FOOD MADE FROM FLOUR AND SOY; 
NAMELY, SMOKED PORK WITH SPICES AND VEGETA- 
BLES, FISH BALLS, MEAT COATED WITH FISH BREAD- 
ING AND MUSHROOM FISH BALLS AND VEGETARIAN 
MEAT SUBSTITUTES (US. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 4-0-1987; IN COMMERCE 11-28-1992. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


FOR SOY SAUCE; FOOD PRODUCTS MADE FROM 
FLOUR AND SOY; NAMELY, CHINESE BUNS; DOUGH; 
BAKERY GOODS; DUMPLINGS; WON TONS; EGG 
ROLLS; CHOW MEIN NOODLE; PRE-MIXED PACK- 
AGED FOOD MADE FROM FLOUR AND SOY; NAMELY, 
FRESH CHEESE BUNS, CAKES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 11-28-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-28-1992. 
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1,815,302. SNYDER MARKETING GROUP, 
GERSTOWN, MD. SN_ 74-145,789. PUB. 
FILED 3-8-1991. 


INC., HA- 
12-10-1991, 


ABOUT THE LAW 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR KEYCHAINS (U.S. CLS. 13 AND 25). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


FOR LETTER OPENERS AND PENS (U.S. CL. 37). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 


CLASS 18—LEATHER GOODS 


FOR TOTE BAGS (U.S. CL. 3). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


FOR HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 


1,815,303. ROY GRAPHIC HOUSE AB, S-422 46 HISINGS 
BACKA, SWEDEN. SN _ 74-154,659. PUB. 6-16-1992, 
FILED 4-8-1991. 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE STYLIZED LETTERS 
‘wor. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR GLUE DISTRIBUTING MACHINES AND PARTS 
THEREOF; NAMELY, TANKS TO HOLD GLUE, PUMPS, 
AUTOMATIC VALVES, CONTROL VALVES AND NOZ- 
ZLES SOLD AS A UNIT FOR USE IN THE PRINTING 
INDUSTRY; MACHINES TO CLEAN CYLINDERS USED 
IN PRINTING; PAPER CUTTING MACHINES AND 
BLADES FOR PAPER CUTTING MACHINES (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1986. 
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CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR ELECTRONIC MACHINES FOR CONTROLLING 
THE OPERATION OF GLUE DISTRIBUTING MACHINES 
USED IN THE PRINTING INDUSTRY, ELECTRONIC 
CUTTING MACHINES USED ON WEBS IN THE PRINT- 
ING INDUSTRY (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 23). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1973; INCOMMERCE 9-0-1986. 


1,815,304. BETH MESSIAH CONGREGATION, GAITH- 


ERSBURG, MD. SN 74-155,602. PUB. 4-7-1992, FILED 
4-9-1991. 


Tikkun 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD 
“TIKKUN” IN THE MARK IS “RESTORATION”. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
RELIGION IN THE FORM OF SEMINARS, LECTURES, 
CLASSES, INDIVIDUAL AND GROUP CONFERENCES 
AND/OR WORKSHOPS (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 11-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 11-1-1991. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR MINISTERIAL AND COUNSELING SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF RELIGION (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 11-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 11-1-1991. 


1,815,305. IZUMI INDUSTRIES, LTD., SAITAMA-KEN, 
350, JAPAN. SN 74-168,937. PUB. 7-21-1992, FILED 
5-22-1991. 


HieCAST 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


FOR ALUMINUM, ALUMINUM-BASE ALLOYS AND 
ALUMINUM-BASE ALLOY CASTINGS (U.S. CL. 14). 
FIRST USE 3-1-1990; INCOMMERCE 12-1-1990. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR INTERNAL COMBUSTION ENGINE AND MA- 
CHINE PARTS FOR NON-LAND VEHICLES; NAMELY, 
PISTONS, PISTON SEGMENTS, PISTONS FOR CYLIN- 
DERS AND PISTONS FOR ENGINES (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1990; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1990. 
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CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


FOR INTERNAL COMBUSTION ENGINE AND MA- 
CHINE PARTS FOR LAND VEHICLES; NAMELY, PIS- 
TONS, PISTON SEGMENTS, PISTONS FOR CYLINDERS 
AND PISTONS FOR ENGINES (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 3-1-1990; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1990. 


1,815,306. M3I SYSTEMS INC., LONGUEUIL, QUEBEC, 
CANADA. SN_ 74-175,801. PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 
6-12-1991. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTER HARDWARE; COMPUTER PERIPH- 
ERALS; COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN THE 
MANAGEMENT AND CONTROL OF ELECTRIC UTILI- 
TY, PROCESS CONTROL, TRANSPORTATION, COMMU- 
NICATION, FINANCIAL, DEFENSE AND EMERGENCY 
SYSTEMS; AND COMPUTER SYSTEMS COMPRISING 
PERSONAL COMPUTERS AND WORKSTATION STAND- 
ARD COMPONENTS COMPRISING MICROPROCESSORS, 
RANDOM ACCESS MEMORIES, MAGNETIC DISC 
DRIVES AND GRAPHICS DISPLAY CARDS (U.S. CLS. 26 
AND 38). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1991. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR COMPUTER INSTALLATION, REPAIR AND 
MAINTENANCE (U.S. CL. 103). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1991. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE DEVELOPMENT FOR 
OTHERS; DISTRIBUTORSHIPS IN THE FIELD OF COM- 
PUTER HARDWARE AND COMPUTER SOFTWARE; 
AND CONSULTING SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF COM- 
PUTER SYSTEMS INTEGRATION (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 
101). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1991. 
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1,815,307. CARDINAL SUPPLY CO., ELK GROVE VIL- 
LAGE, IL. SN _ 74-189,845. PUB. 5-5-1992, FILED 
7-29-1991. 


800-GOURMET 
CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


FOR TELEMARKETING SERVICES (US. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1991. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR WHOLE-SALE DISTRIBUTION, RETAIL STORE 
SERVICES, AND MAIL ORDER SERVICES, IN THE 


FIELD OF FOOD AND FOOD RELATED PRODUCTS 
(U.S. CL. 101). 


FIRST USE 1-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1991. 


1,815,308. VIDEO DUPLICATION SERVICES, INC., CO- 
LUMBUS, OH. SN 74-203,927. PUB. 1-19-1993, FILED 
9-16-1991. 


VIDEO MAIL 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VIDEO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 


FOR DUPLICATION OF VIDEO TAPES (U.S. CLS. 101 
AND 106). 


FIRST USE 6-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1993. 
CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


FOR DISTRIBUTION SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
VIDEO TAPES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 6-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-15-1993. 


1,815,309. HAZ/MAT DQE, INC., INDIANAPOLIS, IN. SN 
74-305,530. PUB. 1-26-1993, FILED 8-17-1992. 


HAZ/MAT DQE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HAZ/MAT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


FOR SHOWERS AND RELATED EQUIPMENT FOR 
USE IN HAZARDOUS-MATERIAL DECONTAMINATION 
(U.S. CL. 13). 

FIRST USE 6-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR TRAINING SERVICES RELATING TO HAZARD- 
OUS-MATERIAL DECONTAMINATION (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 7-6-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-6-1993. 
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1,815,310. AMWAY CORPORATION, ADA, MI. SN 
74-308,626. PUB. 3-23-1993, FILED 8-28-1992. 


AMWAY THE 
COMPATIBLES 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 855,817, 
OTHERS. 


1,019,110, AND 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


FOR KITCHEN IMPLEMENTS; NAMELY, KNIVES, 
CLEAVERS AND HAND-OPERATED SHEARING SCIS- 
SORS (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 9-30-1987; IN COMMERCE 9-30-1987. 


CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


FOR COOKING IMPLEMENTS; NAMELY, METAL 
POTS, PANS, STEAMERS, COLANDERS, WOKS, DUTCH 
OVENS AND SAUCE PANS (U.S. CLS. 2 AND 13). 

FIRST USE 9-30-1987; IN COMMERCE 9-30-1987. 


1,815,311. GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, DE- 
TROIT, MI. SN 74-339,192. PUB. 5-11-1993, FILED 
12-11-1992. 


SMARTDRIVE 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


FOR PROVIDING FINANCING SERVICES AND EX- 
TENDED WARRANTY CONTRACT SERVICES FOR 
MOTOR VEHICLES (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 1-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-28-1993. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


FOR PROVIDING REPAIR SERVICES AND ROADSIDE 
SERVICES FOR MOTOR VEHICLES (U.S. CL. 103). 
FIRST USE 1-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-28-1993. 
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1,815,312. SHOE DOCTOR, INGLEWOOD, CA. SN (CLASS 2iI—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 
74-801,402. PUB. 8-4-1992, FILED 10-7-1991. 


FOR SHOE HORNS, SHOE TREES (U.S. CLS. 40 AND 
50). 
FIRST USE 4-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-30-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,434,230. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SHOE” AND “INSTANT SHOE REPAIR”, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


FOR INSTANT SHOE SHINE KITS COMPRISED OF 
SHOE POLISH AND AN APPLICATOR SPONGE IN A 
TWIST-OFF TOP; SHOE SHINE EMERGENCY KITS; CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 
NAMELY, CANVAS BAGS CONTAINING SHOE POLISH 
AND AN APPLICATOR SPONGE; SHOE POLISH; SHOE FOR REPAIR SERVICES FOR ARTICLES; NAMELY, 
CREME AND SHOE CLEANING SOLUTIONS (U.S. CL. 4). SHOES, PURSES AND LUGGAGE (U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 4-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-30-1992. FIRST USE 4-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-30-1992. 





SECTION 2.—INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION 


The short titles associated below with the international class numbers are terms designed merely for quick identification and 
are not an official part of the international classification. The full names of international classes are given in section 6.1 of the 


trademark rules of practice. 


The designation “U.S. Cl.” appearing in this section refers to the U.S. class in effect prior to Sep. 1, 1973 rather than the 


international class which applies to applications filed on or after that date. For adoption of international classification see notice 
in the OFFICIAL GAZETTE of Jun. 26, 1973 (911 O.G. TM 210). 


Application in one class 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


1,815,313. QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, WIL- 
MINGTON, DE, ASSIGNEE OF QUAKER PETROLEUM 
CHEMICALS COMPANY, CONROE, TX. SN 74-071,914. 
PUB. 5-14-1991, FILED 6-22-1990. 


ENVIRO-SCRUB 


FOR CHEMICALS THAT REMOVE ACID GASES 
FROM STACK GASES (U.S. CL. 6). 
FIRST USE 11-11-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-11-1992. 


1,815,314. 
RIVER, 
6-27-1990. 


CHURCH & DWIGHT CO., 
NY. SN 74-073,292. PUB. 


INC., GREEN 
5-19-1992, FILED 


The Bicarbonate Experts 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDS “THE BICAR- 
BONATE EXPERTS” WITH THE LETTER “O” CONSIST- 
ING OF THE SEPARATE REGISTERED ARM & 
HAMMER LOGO WHICH ITSELF CONSISTS OF THE 
WORDS “ARM & HAMMER, A DESIGN OF AN ARM 
HOLDING A HAMMER SURROUNDED BY TWO ANGU- 
LAR BANDS. 

FOR SODIUM BICARBONATE, POTASSIUM BICAR- 
BONATE AND AMMONIUM BICARBONATE FOR USE IN 
THE MANUFACTURE OF FOOD PRODUCTS (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1990. 


1,815,315. CONOCO INC. PONCA CITY, OK. SN 
74-160,387. PUB. 6-23-1992, FILED 4-24-1991. 


BURN AWAY 


FOR COMBUSTIBLE CARBON-BASED PREPARA- 
TIONS IN THE NATURE OF FILTERING MATERIALS 
FOR USE IN THE MUNICIPAL AND INDUSTRIAL 
WASTE FILTERING INDUSTRIES (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 5-10-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-10-1993. 
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CLASS 1—(Continued). 


1,815,316. BETZ ENERGY CHEMICALS, INC., VENTURA, 
CA. SN 74-189,983. PUB. 4-7-1992, FILED 7-30-1991. 


COR-CHECK 


FOR CHEMICALS AND CHEMICAL COMPOSITIONS 
FOR USE AS CORROSION INHIBITORS IN OIL RECOV- 
ERY AND PROCESSING (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 11-11-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1993. 


1,815,317. RHONE-POULENC SURFACTANTS AND SPE- 
CIALTIES L.P., PRINCETON, NJ. SN 74-237,247. PUB. 
12-8-1992, FILED 1-13-1992. 


LUBRHOPHOS 


FOR METAL WORKING FLUID ADDITIVES IN THE 
FORM OF LUBRICANTS FOR USE IN MANUFACTURE 
(U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1991. 


CLASS 2—PAINTS 


1,815,318. DAVIS LIQUID CRYSTALS, INC., SAN LEAN- 
DRO, CA. SN 74-223,431. PUB. 7-14-1992, FILED 
11-18-1991. 


CHROMAZONE 


FOR COLOR CHANGING PROCESS PIGMENT FOR 
USE IN THE MANUFACTURE OF INKS, DYES, AND 
PAINTS (U.S. CL. 16). 

FIRST USE 3-11-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-11-1992. 
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1,815,319. PRATT & LAMBERT, INC., BUFFALO, NY. SN 
74-327,703. PUB. 4-20-1993, FILED 10-30-1992. 


STAINSHIELD 


FOR WOOD STAINS (U.S. CL. 16). 
FIRST USE 4-9-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-9-1993. 


1,815,320. PRATT & LAMBERT, INC., BUFFALO, NY. SN 
74-327,704. PUB. 4-13-1993, FILED 10-30-1992. 


SKYLIGHT 


FOR CEILING PAINT (U.S. CL. 16). 
FIRST USE 1-1-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1993. 


CLASS 3—COSMETICS AND CLEANING 
PREPARATIONS 


1,815,321. DIAL CORP., THE, PHOENIX, AZ. SN 
74-226,261. PUB. 10-13-1992, FILED 11-29-1991. 


VITASOMES 


FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, MULTIVITA- 
MIN MICROCELLS SOLD AS A COMPONENT OF HAIR 
SHAMPOO, HAIR CONDITIONER, HAIR SPRAY, 
MOUSSE AND SPRITZ (U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 4-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1992. 


1,815,322. ECOLAB INC., ST. PAUL, MN. SN 74-289,240. 
PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 6-29-1992. 


KLENZ-GEL BLU 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BLU”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LIQUID HAND SOAP FOR USE IN THE DAIRY, 
BEVERAGE AND FOOD PROCESSING INDUSTRIES 
(U.S. CL. 52). 

FIRST USE 5-6-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-6-1992. 


1,815,323. CONOPCO, INC. DBA CHESEBROUGH- 
POND’S USA CO., GREENWICH, CT. SN 74-307,045. 
PUB. 12-29-1992, FILED 8-24-1992. 


NOURISHING COMPLEX 7 


FOR INGREDIENT IN SKIN MOISTURIZER (U.S. CL. 


$1). 
FIRST USE 12-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-15-1992. 
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1,815,324. EKC TECHNOLOGY, INC., HAYWARD, CA. SN 
74-351,153. PUB. 6-1-1993, FILED 1-22-1993. 


PLASMASOLV 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,653,305. 

FOR CHEMICAL COMPOSITIONS FOR CLEANING 
PLASMA ETCH EQUIPMENT AND PLASMA EXPOSED 
SUBSTRATES (U.S. CLS. 6 AND 52). 

FIRST USE 5-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-14-1993. 


CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


1,815,325. CARMEL CHEMICAL CORPORATION, WEST- 
FIELD, IN. SN _ 74-002,594. PUB. 6-5-1990, FILED 
11-16-1989. 


SCORE 


FOR INSECTICIDE FOR COMMERCIAL AND/OR IN- 
DUSTRIAL USE (US. CL. 6). 
FIRST USE 10-23-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-8-1992. 


1,815,326. DEN-MAT CORPORATION, SANTA MARIA, 
CA. SN 74-194,238. PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 8-13-1991. 


DECATHLON 


FOR DENTAL PRODUCTS; NAMELY, RESTORATIVE 
COMPOSITES (U.S. CLS. 18 AND 44). 
FIRST USE 2-10-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-10-1993. 


1,815,327. HARRIS RESEARCH, INC., CAMERON PARK, 
CA. SN 74-218,592. PUB. 6-30-1992, FILED 10-28-1991. 


P.U.R.T. 


FOR POWDER OR SPRAY DEODORIZER FOR RE- 
MOVING PET URINE FROM CARPETS AND OTHER 
FIBERS (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 1-16-1992; INCOMMERCE 1-16-1992. 


1,815,328. DMD SALES, INC., NOBLESVILLE, IN. SN 


74-266,544. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 4-16-1992. 


SUPRA THIN 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “THIN”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
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FOR APPETITE SUPPRESSANTS (U.S. CL. 18). 
FIRST USE 8-31-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-31-1992. 


CLASS 6—METAL GOODS 


1,815,329. GENERAL PRODUCTS COMPANY, _INC., 
FREDERICKSBURG, VA. SN 74-202,660. PUB. 4-7-1992, 
FILED 9-12-1991. 


ADJUSTA-TRIM 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,222,366. 
FOR METAL DOOR FRAMES (U.S. CL. 12). 
FIRST USE 8-23-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-23-1993. 


1,815,330. JESSOP STEEL COMPANY, WASHINGTON, 
PA. SN 74-236,604. PUB. 12-22-1992, FILED 1-10-1992. 


MINIMISER 


FOR STAINLESS STEEL IN PLATE FORM HAVING 
ENHANCED MACHINING AND DRILLING CHARAC- 
TERISTICS (U.S. CL. 14). 

FIRST USE 3-30-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-30-1993. 


1,815,331. UNITED DOMINION INDUSTRIES, _INC., 
CHARLOTTE, NC. SN 74-274,963. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 
5-13-1992. 


VERSADOOR 


FOR METAL DOORS (U.S. CL. 12). 
FIRST USE 4-20-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-20-1993. 


1,815,332. SLING SHACKLE, INC., CANBY, OR. SN 
74-292,731. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 7-9-1992. 


SLING-SHAK 


FOR METAL FRICTION CONNECTOR FOR STRAPS 
AND SLINGS, FOR USE IN THE CONSTRUCTION IN- 
DUSTRY (U.S. CL. 12). 

FIRST USE 1-12-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-30-1992. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


1,815,333. DELAWARE CAPITAL FORMATION, INC., 
WILMINGTON, DE. SN 74-189,577. PUB. 9-22-1992, 
FILED 7-29-1991. 


ROTA-CLIP 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,366,357. 
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FOR GENERAL INDUSTRIAL ROTARY FORM FILL 
MACHINES USING ROLL STOCK TO MAKE VARIOUS 
SIZED CASINGS FOR FOOD PRODUCTS OR ANY 
OTHER TYPE OF PUMPABLE OF CHUB TYPE FILL MA- 
TERIALS (U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 6-22-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-22-1993. 


1,815,334. MARTIN SPROCKET & GEAR, INC., ARLING- 
TON, TX. SN 74-216,655. PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 
10-28-1991. 


HTS 


FOR MACHINE PARTS; NAMELY, HIGH CAPACITY 
SYNCHRONOUS, BELT DRIVEN SPROCKET/PULLEY 
(U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1993. 


1,815,335. HAYSSEN MANUFACTURING COMPANY, 
SHEBOYGAN, WI. SN 74-249,281. PUB. 7-28-1992, FILED 
2-25-1992. 


MULTI FLOW 


FOR PACKAGING MACHINE FOR TOILET PAPER 
AND PAPER TOWELS (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 7-27-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-15-1993. 


1,815,336. INDUSTRIAS ROMI 
BRAZIL. SN 
6-15-1992. 


S.A., 
74-284,604. PUB. 


SAO PAULO, 
12-1-1992, FILED 


CENTUR 


FOR ENGINE LATHES (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 4-13-1982; IN COMMERCE 1-14-1991. 


1,815,337. TORO COMPANY, THE, MINNEAPOLIS, MN. 
SN 74-296,347. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 7-20-1992. 


SILVER SERIES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SERIES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR LAWN MOWERS AND RIDING LAWN MOWERS 
(U.S. CL. 23). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1992. 
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1,815,338. C2L CORPORATION, DBA TRILLIUM 
HEALTH PRODUCTS, SEATTLE, WA. SN 74-307,081. 
PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 8-20-1992. 


BREADMAN 


FOR POWER OPERATED KITCHEN APPLIANCES; 
NAMELY, BREAD MAKING MACHINES (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 11-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-30-1992. 


1,815,339. YAZOO MANUFACTURING COMPANY, INC., 
JACKSON, MS. SN 74-327,952. PUB. 4-13-1993, FILED 
11-3-1992. 


\ari-Mulich 


FOR OUTDOOR POWER EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, 
LAWN MOWERS AND PARTS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 1-13-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-13-1993. 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


1,815,340. TENNESSEE RIVER VALLEY KNIFE ASSO- 
CIATION, INC., CHATTANOOGA, TN. SN 74-125,492. 
PUB. 3-17-1992, FILED 12-21-1990. 


MARBLES 


FOR HUNTING, FISHING, AND SPORTING KNIVES 
(U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-8-1991. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


1,815,341. AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY. SN 74-096,007. PUB. 
5-28-1991, FILED 9-6-1990. 


3DFS 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE THAT USES STAND- 
ARD OPERATING SYSTEM COMMANDS TO INTER- 
FACE INTO ARCHIVED FILES (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 8-4-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-4-1993. 
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1,815,342. BONE, WILBURN L, JR., RAYTOWN, MO. SN 
74-110,388. PUB. 10-6-1992, FILED 10-29-1990. 


{ll CODE-A-METER }lll 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDS “CODE-A- 
METER” ENCLOSED IN AN ELONGATED RECTANGLE 
WITH THREE SHORT VERTICAL LINES ON THE LEFT 
AND RIGHT SIDES. 

FOR BAR CODE METERING DISPLAY DEVICE FOR 
USE IN DISPLAYING ALPHANUMERIC CHARACTERS 
(U.S. CL. 26). 

FIRST USE 6-10-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-10-1993. 


1,815,343. ALTA ANALYTICS, INC., DUBLIN, OH. SN 
74-114,572. PUB. 11-24-1992, FILED 11-13-1990. 


MONEYMAP 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR THE PERFORM- 
ANCE OF NETWORK ANALYSIS AND INTELLIGENCE 
ANALYSIS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-15-1989; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1989. 


1,815,344. HOKE INCORPORATED, CRESSKILL, NJ. SN 
74-126,086. PUB. 8-13-1991, FILED 12-24-1990. 


GYROGAGE 


FOR GAUGE FOR TESTING THE CORRECT ASSEM- 
BLY OF VALVE FITTINGS (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 7-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1993. 


1,815,345. TOUCHFAX INFORMATION SYSTEMS, INC., 
LENEXA, KS. SN 74-165,855. PUB. 3-3-1992, FILED 
5-13-1991. 


TOUCHNET 


FOR COMPUTER PRAGRAM TO BE USED IN THE 
CONTROL OF FACSIMILE SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 10-30-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-30-1990. 
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1,815,346. WINDER, JOHN A., DBA INSTITUTE FOR THE 
CONSUMMATION OF KNOWLEDGE AND EDUCA- 


TION, SYLVANIA, OH. SN 74-185,848. PUB. 8-25-1992, 
FILED 7-17-1991. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,234,929. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS IN THE NATURE 
OF A KIT CONCERNING THE TREATMENT OF 
ASTHMA, PRINCIPALLY COMPOSED OF PRINTED MA- 
TERIALS; NAMELY, MANUALS, VIDEOCASSETTES, 
AUDIOCASSETTES, ALL AVAILABLE AS A KIT (US. 
CLS. 21 AND 36). 

FIRST USE 4-9-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-9-1992. 


1,815,347. BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION, BOISE, ID. 
SN 74-194,295. PUB. 4-28-1992, FILED 8-13-1991. 


BC FRAMER 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR USE IN DESIG- 
NATING WOODEN PRODUCTS USED IN CONSTRUC- 
TION OF A HOUSE (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 8-25-1991; IN COMMERCE 8-25-1991. 


1,815,348. MEASUREMENT SPECIALTIES, 
FIELD, NJ. SN _ 74-194,765. PUB. 
8-12-1991. 


INC., FAIR- 
8-4-1992, FILED 


SHOCKWARE 


FOR ACCELEROMETER TO MEASURE SHOCK TO 
GOODS IN TRANSIT (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 
FIRST USE 7-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1993. 


1,815,349. LINEAR CORPORATION, CARLSBAD, CA. SN 
74-197,779. PUB. 4-28-1992, FILED 8-26-1991. 


ALERTLINK 


FOR ELECTRONIC DEVICE WITH REMOTE ACTIVA- 
TION CAPABILITY FOR SUMMONING AID IN EMER- 
GENCY SITUATIONS (US. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 7-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1991. 
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1,815,350. MICROSOFT CORPORATION, REDMOND, WA. 
SN 74-198,771. PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 8-28-1991. 


THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS, RED, 
GREEN, YELLOW AND BLUE AND APPLICANT 
CLAIMS THESE COLORS AS INHERENT FEATURES OF 
THE MARK. 

THE MARK COMPRISES A STYLIZED DESIGN OF A 
CONTRIVED FLAG. 

FOR COMPUTERS AND PARTS THEREFOR, COMPUT- 
ER PERIPHERALS, AND COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND 
MANUALS THEREFOR, SOLD AS A UNIT FOR USE IN 
WINDOWING APPLICATIONS (U.S. CLS. 26 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 9-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1991. 


1,815,351. LEADERSHIP 2000, INC., PHOENIX, AZ. SN 
74-232,687. PUB. 6-30-1992, FILED 12-23-1991. 


TEAMWARE 


FOR BUSINESS COMPUTER SOFTWARE TO ASSIST IN 
GROUP DECISIONMAKING (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-6-1993. 


1,815,352. IMAGE SCIENCES, INC., DALLAS, TX. SN 
74-242,037. PUB. 6-23-1992, FILED 1-31-1992. 


DYNACOMP 


FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR DOCUMENT MAN- 
AGEMENT AND PRODUCTION (US. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 9-25-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-9-1992. 
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1,815,353. EMPIRICAL TOOLS AND TECHNOLOGIES, 
INC., SANTA CRUZ, CA. SN 74-257,283. PUB. 9-8-1992, 
FILED 3-20-1992. 


EMPIRICAL TOOLS AND 
TECHNOLOGIES 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TOOLS AND TECHNOLOGIES”, APART FROM 
THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR COMPUTER NET- 
WORKS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 3-16-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-16-1993. 


1,815,354. GENERAL SIGNAL CORPORATION, STAM- 
FORD, CT. SN 74-259,769. PUB. 9-1-1992, FILED 
3-27-1992. 


DURAFET 


FOR SENSOR FOR MEASURING CONCENTRATION 
OF IONS IN SOLUTION (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 9-7-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-7-1992. 


1,815,355. EASTMAN KODAK COMPANY, ROCHESTER, 
NY, ASSIGNEE OF ATEX, INC., BILLERICA, MA. SN 
74-260,919. PUB. 8-25-1992, FILED 3-30-1992. 


RENAISSANCE 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR GRAPHIC DESIGN 
(U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 4-23-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-23-1992. 


1,815,356. ALPHA WIRE CORPORATION, ELIZABETH, 
NJ. SN 74-262,234. PUB. 8-18-1992, FILED 4-3-1992. 


ROBO-GUARD 


THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDS “ROBO” AND 
“GUARD” CONNECTED BY A RAISED PERIOD THAT IS 
EVIDENCED HERE BY A HYPHEN. 

FOR FLEXIBLE ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONIC 
CABLES (U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1993. 


1,815,357. E/M CORPORATION, WEST LAFAYETTE, IN. 
SN 74-266,436. PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 4-15-1992. 


VOC TRAK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VOC”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAM FOR CALCU- 
LATING EMISSION OF VOLATILE ORGANIC COM- 
POUNDS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-0-1991. 
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1,815,358. LOTUS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, 
CAMBRIDGE, MA. SN 74-268,720. PUB. 9-8-1992, FILED 
4-24-1992. 


LOTUS ORGANIZER 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

FOR PERSONAL INFORMATION MANAGEMENT 
SOFTWARE AND USER MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 8-31-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-31-1992. 


1,305,739, 1,385,964, AND 


1,815,359. COROMETRICS MEDICAL SYSTEMS, 
WALLINGFORD, CT. SN 74-269,542. PUB. 
FILED 4-27-1992. 


INC., 
10-20-1992, 


SPECTRA-OVERVIEW 


THE LINING APPEARING IN THE MARK IS A FEA- 
TURE OF THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE 
COLOR. 

FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR SURVEILLANCE 
OF HOSPITAL PATIENTS AND INSTRUCTION MANU- 
ALS SOLD TOGETHER AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 9-17-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-17-1992. 


1,815,360. AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY. SN 74-271,000. PUB. 
10-6-1992, FILED 4-30-1992. 


POWERLIST 


FOR DATABASE MANAGEMENT COMPUTER PRO- 
GRAMS FOR PERSONAL INFORMATION MANAGE- 
MENT ON PERSONAL COMPUTERS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 11-3-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-3-1992. 


1,815,361. VOICE POWERED TECHNOLOGY INTERNA- 
TIONAL, INC., CANOGA PARK, CA. SN 74-275,738. 
PUB. 11-10-1992, FILED 5-15-1992. 


VCR VOICE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “VCR”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR REMOTE CONTROL USING VOICE RECOGNI- 
TION TO PROGRAM VIDEOCASSETTE RECORDERS 
(U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 

FIRST USE 7-27-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-27-1992. 
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1,815,362. CINCINNATI MICROWAVE, 
NATI, OH. SN _ 74-276,579. PUB. 
5-18-1992. 


INC., CINCIN- 
1-5-1993, FILED 


INNOVATIVE EDGE 


FOR COMMUNICATION APPARATUS; NAMELY, 
TELEPHONES AND TELEPHONE ANSWERING MA- 
CHINES; AND VEHICLE SPEED RADIATION DETEC- 
TORS (U.S. CL. 21). 

FIRST USE 6-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 


1,815,363. HANKES, ELMER J., MINNEAPOLIS, MN. SN 
74-278,350. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 5-26-1992. 


ELMENTRY 


FOR COMPUTER DATA INPUT KEYBOARD (U.S. CL. 
26). 


FIRST USE 3-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-15-1993. 


1,815,364. KYOCERA CORPORATION, YAMASHINA-KU, 
KYOTO, JAPAN. SN 74-283,781. PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 
6-11-1992. 


FOR LASER BEAM PRINTERS, LIGHT EMITTING 
DIODE (LED) PRINTERS, PAPER FEEDERS, SORTERS 
(U.S. CLS. 2, 21 AND 26). 

FIRST USE 6-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1992. 
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1,815,365. ROSENTHAL, DOREN, SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA. 
SN 74-287,186. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 6-22-1992. 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE, MANUALS AND IN- 
STRUCTION GUIDES SOLD AS A UNIT WITH THE 
SOFTWARE FOR USE IN SECURING SOFTWARE PRO- 
GRAMS AGAINST COMPUTER VIRUSES (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 1-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-15-1993. 


1,815,366. MOTOROLA, INC., SCHAUMBURG, 
74-287,751. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 6-24-1992. 


IL. SN 


MC2 


FOR RADIO TRANSMITTERS, RADIO RECEIVERS, 
CELLULAR RADIO TELEPHONES, AND ACCESSORIES 
THEREFOR; NAMELY, ANTENNAS, BATTERIES, DATA 
INTERFACE DEVICES, HOUSINGS, AND TELEPHONE 
HANDSETS (U.S. CLS. 21 AND 26). 

FIRST USE 2-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-26-1993. 


1,815,367. MCCLASKEY, THOMAS R., DBA NITE FLITE 
PRODUCTIONS, YUBA CITY, CA. SN 74-289,274. PUB. 
12-22-1992, FILED 6-29-1992. 


NITE FLITE 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 
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FOR PRERECORDED RELAXATION AUDIOTAPES 
CONTAINING WORDS AND MUSIC (U.S. CL. 36). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-28-1993. 


1,815,368. PELIKAN, INC., FRANKLIN, TN. SN 74-293,649. 
PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 7-13-1992. 


MOUSE HOUSE 


FOR COMPUTER MOUSE HOLDERS (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 8-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1993. 


1,815,369. WINDMERE CORPORATION, MIAMI LAKES, 
FL. SN 74-293,982. PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 7-14-1992. 


PROTOUCH STEAM 
SUPREME 


OWNER OF US. REG. 
OTHERS. 

FOR ELECTRIC HAIRSETTERS (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 12-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-15-1992. 


NOS. 1,275,995, 1,698,316, AND 


1,815,370. HUGHES AIRCRAFT COMPANY, LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA. SN_ 74-294,533. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 
7-14-1992. 


SPECTER 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL 
APPLICATIONS, AND USER MANUALS SOLD THERE- 
WITH (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1992; INCOMMERCE 10-0-1992. 


1,815,371. DODGE GROUP, INC., THE, WALTHAM, MA. 
SN 74-295,958. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 7-20-1992. 


FUTURE-PROOF 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE INCORPORATING LAY- 
ERED ARCHITECTURE, DESIGNED TO ADAPT TO 
CHANGING TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCES (U.S. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1993. 
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1,815,372. TEAC CORPORATION, TOKYO, JAPAN. SN 
74-296,449. PUB. 3-2-1993, FILED 7-21-1992. 


VRDS 


FOR CD PLAYERS; STEREO COMPONENTS; NAMELY, 
STEREO AMPLIFIERS, STEREO SPEAKERS, STEREO 
RECEIVERS AND PHONOGRAPH RECORD NEEDLES; 
AUDIO CASSETTE RECORDERS; AUDIO CASSETTE 
DECKS FOR AUTOMOBILES; SOUND AMPLIFIERS; 
PHONOGRAPH RECORD PLAYERS; LASER DISK PLAY- 
ERS (U.S. CLS. 21, 26 AND 36). 

FIRST USE 11-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 11-1-1992. 


1,815,373. BMC INDUSTRIES, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN. 
SN 74-301,868. PUB. 1-5-1993, FILED 8-5-1992. 


ASPHEREYES 


FOR OPHTHALMIC LENSES (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 9-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-15-1992. 


1,815,374. SWFTE INTERNATIONAL, INC., HOCKESSIN, 
DE. SN 74-305,226. PUB. 4-6-1993, FILED 8-14-1992. 


THE WIRE 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN CONNEC- 
TION WITH SENDING AND RECEIVING ELECTRONIC 
MAIL (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 12-15-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-15-1992. 


1,815,375. HEALTH-MOR INC., CLEVELAND, OH. SN 
74-306, 164. PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 8-21-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 276,880, 
OTHERS. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF A STYLIZED MAN IN THE 
FORM OF A VACUUM CLEANER FILTER. 

FOR VACUUM CLEANERS AND PARTS THEREFOR | 
(U.S. CLS. 21 AND 23). ' 

FIRST USE 2-28-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-28-1993. 


1,287,898, AND 
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1,815,376. POLAROID CORPORATION, CAMBRiDGE, 
MA. SN 74-307,649. PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 8-26-1992. 


HEALTHCAM 


FOR KIT COMPOSED OF A CAMERA, A CLOSE-UP 
LENS, MANUAL AND GRIDS (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 10-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1992. 


1,815,377. PHONE BASE SYSTEMS, INCORPORATED, 
VIENNA, VA. SN 74-309,069. PUB. 2-2-1993, FILED 
8-31-1992. 


BASE/7 


FOR TELEPHONE SWITCHING GEAR (U.S. CL. 26). 
FIRST USE 10-12-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-12-1992. 


1,815,378. SPEAK-A-TAG, INC., CHATTANOOGA, TN. SN 
74-313,906. PUB. 2-16-1993, FILED 9-15-1992. 


SPEAK-A-TAG 


FOR ELECTRONIC IDENTIFICATION AND COMMU- 
NICATIONS DEVICE; NAMELY, A MINIATURE ELEC- 
TRONIC VERBAL MESSAGE, RECORDING AND 
REPLAY DEVICE WHICH MAY BE ATTACHED AND/ 
OR WORN BY HUMANS OR ANIMALS (USS. CLS. 21, 26 
AND 36). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1993. 


1,815,379. PAUL HERTZLER & CO., INC., GOSHEN, IN. 
SN 74-318,019. PUB. 2-23-1993, FILED 9-28-1992. 


Hertzler 
Systems 


inc 


Paul Hertzler & Co., Inc. 
Proprietor 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SYSTEMS INC”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 
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FOR COMPUTER PROGRAMS FOR QUALITY MAN- 
AGEMENT; NAMELY, STATISTICAL PROCESS CON- 
TROL, QUALITY ASSURANCE, CORRECTIVE ACTION 
AND QUALITY CONTROL (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 12-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-1-1992. 


1,815,380. E-C APPARATUS CORPORATION, ST. PE- 
TERSBURG, FL. SN 74-323,910. PUB. 5-4-1993, FILED 
10-20-1992. 


MIDICELL 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 950,763 AND 1,468,887. 

FOR GEL ELECTROPHORESIS CHAMBER AND IN- 
STRUCTION MANUAL SOLD AS A UNIT AND USED 
FOR PRACTICING GEL ELECTROPHORESIS (U.S. CL. 
26). 

FIRST USE 7-2-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-2-1993. 


1,815,381. EDUCATIONAL CONSULTANTS, INC, HURST, 
TX. SN 74-325,490. PUB. 5-18-1993, FILED 10-26-1992. 


AREN’T YOU CLEVER 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR KEEPING TRACK 
OF CUSTOMERS OR CLIENTS IN DATABASE FASHION, 
FOR INVENTORY MANAGEMENT, FOR POINT OF PUR- 
CHASE, FOR GENERAL LEDGER BOOKEEPING, FOR 
WORD PROCESSING, FOR SPREADSHEETING, FOR 
AUTO DIALING, FOR MATHEMATICAL CALCULA- 
TIONS, FOR ITINERARY PLANNING (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-19-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-25-1993. 


1,815,382. KRONOS INCORPORATED, WALTHAM, MA. 
SN 74-337,126. PUB. 5-4-1993, FILED 12-4-1992. 


CARDSAVER 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR STORING AND AR- 
CHIVING EMPLOYEE TIME RECORDS AND INFORMA- 
TION AND ASSOCIATED SOFTWARE DOCUMENTA- 
TION; NAMELY, MANUALS SOLD AS A UNIT (U.S. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 2-19-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-19-1993. 


1,815,383. MILES INC., PITTSBURG, PA. SN 74-339,937. 
PUB. 5-18-1993, FILED 12-14-1992. 


UFST 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR TYPE FONTS AND 
INSTRUCTION MANUALS THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 11-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1992. 





TM 274 


CLASS 9—(Continued). 


1,815,384. SIMA PRODUCTS CORPORATION, SKOKIE, 
IL. SN 74-340,406. PUB. 5-18-1993, FILED 12-16-1992. 


COLORWRITER 


FOR ELECTRONIC VIDEO MOVIE TITLER WHICH 
GENERATES CHARACTERS (U.S. CL. 21). 
FIRST USE 6-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1993. 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 


1,815,385. RMO, INC., DENVER, CO. SN 74-001,787. PUB. 
6-19-1990, FILED 11-16-1989. 


SYNERGY 


FOR ORTHODONTIC DEVICES, NAMELY - 
ETS, TUBES, PINS AND WIRES (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 5-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-15-1993. 


BRACK- 


1,815,386. UPJOHN COMPANY, THE, KALAMAZOO, MI. 
SN 74-090,701. PUB. 10-15-1991, FILED 8-23-1990. 


FLEXI-TUBE 


FOR CANNULA FOR ADMINISTRATION OF MASTI- 
TIS PRODUCTS IN ANIMALS (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 9-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1991. 


1,815,387. ALTHIN CD MEDICAL, INC., MIAMI LAKES, 
FL. SN 74-130,674. PUB. 1-7-1992, FILED 1-15-1991. 


ALTREX 


FOR DIALYZERS AND HOLLOW FIBER MEMBRANES 
FOR HEMODIALYSIS (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 4-26-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-26-1993. 


1,815,388. AVECOR CARDIOVASCULAR INC., PLYM- 
OUTH, MN, BY ASSIGNMENT AND CHANGE OF 
NAME FROM SCIMED LIFE SYSTEMS, INC., MAPLE 
GROVE, MN. SN 74-159,797. PUB. 4-28-1992, FILED 
4-23-1991. 


MYOTHERM 


FOR CARDIOPLEGIA APPARATUS FOR REDISTRIB- 
UTING BLOOD DURING SURGERY (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1991. 
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1,815,389. HEALTHCARE TECHNOLOGY LIMTED, CHI- 
CHESTER, P019 2DJ, UNITED KINGDOM. SN 
74-173,793. PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 6-7-1991. 


CARDIOS Pere 


FOR PORTABLE HEART RATE MONITOR FOR MEDI- 
CAL AND ATHLETIC USE (US. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 5-28-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-21-1991. 


1,815,390. KENDALL COMPANY, THE, MANSFIELD, 
MA. SN 74-199,596. PUB. 10-6-1992, FILED 8-30-1991. 


THE SCIENCE OF SUPPORT 


FOR ELASTIC BRACES AND SUPPORTS FOR MEDI- 
CAL USE; NAMELY, ABDOMINAL SUPPORTS, ANKLE 
BRACES, ARM SLINGS, ELASTIC BANDAGES, ELBOW 
BRACES, HERNIA SUPPORT AIDS, KNEE BRACES, 
CLAVICLE STRAP POSTURE AID, RIB BELTS, SACRO- 
ILIAC BRACES, AND WRIST BRACES; CONVALESCENT 
AND SICK ROOM PRODUCTS; NAMELY, BED PANS, 
CERVICAL COLLARS, CERVICAL TRACTION KITS 
CONTAINING HEAD HALTER AND HANGER AND 
PULLEY ASSEMBLY AND WATER WEIGHT BAG AND 
NYLON CORD, CRUTCHES, GERIATRIC CHAIRS, IN- 
VALID RINGS, OVERBED TABLES, PADS AND TIPS 
AND HANDGRIPS FOR CRUTCHES, PATIENT LIFTS, 
TOILET SAFETY FRAMES, SELF HELP TRAPEZE BAR 
SETS FOR PATIENTS IN BED, URINALS FOR PATIENT 
USE, WALKERS AND THERAPEUTIC WARMING AND 
SUPPORT COVERINGS FOR THE ANKLE, KNEE, 
ELBOW AND HAND (USS. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 4-7-1993; INCOMMERCE 4-7-1993. 


1,815,391. PATIENT SOLUTIONS INC., SAN DIEGO, CA. 
SN 74-205,067. PUB. 7-14-1992, FILED 9-19-1991. 


PATIENT SOLUTIONS INC. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MEDICAL INFUSION AND MONITORING DE- 
VICES, AND PARTS THEREFOR, AND MEDICAL INFU- 
SION AND MONITORING ACCESSORIES (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 5-4-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-4-1991. 


1,815,392. AIRSEP CORPORATION, BUFFALO, NY. SN 
74-239,337. PUB. 1-26-1993, FILED 1-22-1992. 


NEWLIFE 


FOR OXYGEN CONCENTRATORS FOR MEDICAL USE 
IN HOME ENVIRONMENTS (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 10-28-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-18-1992. 
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1,815,393. WHITWORTH, TED N., ROYSE CITY, TX. SN 
74-244,262. PUB. 7-21-1992, FILED 2-6-1992. 


SAF-EVAC 


FOR MEDICAL LABORATORY APPARATUS; 
NAMELY, AN ASPIRATION CAP FOR DISPENSING 


BLOOD OR OTHER FLUIDS FROM A CONTAINER (U.S. 
CLS. 26 AND 44). 


FIRST USE 8-12-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-10-1992. 


1,815,394. CAMERON INSTRUMENT COMPANY, PORT 


ARANSAS, TX. SN 74-306,042. PUB. 4-27-1993, FILED 
8-19-1992. 


OXYCON 


FOR APPARATUS FOR USE IN MEDICAL CLINICAL 
ANALYSIS; NAMELY, BLOOD OXYGEN ANALYZERS 
(U.S. CLS. 26 AND 44). 


FIRST USE 4-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1993. 


1,815,395. ACE ORTHOPEDIC MANUFACTURING, INC., 
LOS ANGELES, CA. SN 74-330,108. PUB. 5-11-1993, 
FILED 11-10-1992. 


a 


FOR ORTHOPEDIC FIXATION DEVICES (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 2-16-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-16-1993. 


CLASS 11—ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL 
APPARATUS 


1,815,396. WEST BEND COMPANY, THE, WEST BEND, 
WI. SN 74-017,983. PUB. 12-22-1992, FILED 1-1-1990. 


LIFETIME 


FOR WATER PURIFICATION UNITS (U.S. CL. 31). 
FIRST USE 10-10-1990; IN COMMERCE 10-10-1990. 
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1,815,397. QUESTECH INTERNATIONAL, INC., TAMPA, 
FL. SN 74-191,062. PUB. 6-16-1992, FILED 8-2-1991. 


FRESHair 


FOR ELECTRONIC HAND HELD BLOWER FOR THE 
HAIR FOR CONDITIONING THE HAIR (U.S. CLS. 21 
AND 44). 


FIRST USE 7-14-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1991. 


1,815,398. PALL CORPORATION, GLEN COVE, NY. SN 
74-193,560. PUB. 4-13-1993, FILED 8-12-1991. 


olute Performance 


THE LINING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A FEA- 
TURE OF THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE 
COLOR. 

FOR FLUID PUMPS FOR FLUID TRANSFER AND RE- 
MOVAL IN INDUSTRIAL APPLICATIONS, SEWAGE 
TREATMENT AND DISPOSAL APPARATUS AND 
WASTE WATER PURIFICATION UNITS; WATER 
TREATMENT AND CONDITIONING UNITS COMPRIS- 
ING DEMINERALIZERS AND WATER CONDITIONERS 
AND VALVES THEREFOR; FLUID FILTERING UNITS 
FOR INDUSTRIAL USES COMPRISING FILTER ELE- 
MENTS, FILTER HOUSINGS, FILTER ASSEMBLIES AND 
COMPONENT PARTS THEREOF FOR INDUSTRIAL USE, 
FILTER ASSEMBLY RELIEF VALVES, FILTER CAR- 
TRIDGES, FILTER MANIFOLDS, FILTERS HAVING MI- 
CROPOROUS LAYERS, MEMBRANE FILTERS, DIA- 
LYZERS, COALESCERS, CYCLONE AND VORTEX SEP- 
ARATORS, OIL REMOVAL FILTERS, BAG FILTER 
HOUSINGS FOR LIQUID CARTRIDGES AS COMPO- 
NENTS OF DISPOSAL AND WASTE WATER PURIFICA- 
TION UNITS; ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL SYSTEMS; 
NAMELY, AIR CONDITIONING AND HEATING UNITS, 
THERMOELECTRIC AIR CONDITIONING UNITS, AND 
HEAT EXCHANGERS; SEPARATORS FOR THE TRANS- 
FER, RECLAMATION, CLEANING AND PURIFICATION 
OF GASES, GAS DRYERS; NAMELY, DESICCANT AND 
REFRIGERANT GAS DRYERS AND COMPONENT 
PARTS THEREFOR FOR INDUSTRIAL USES, CYCLING 
CONTROL AND TIMING DEVICES FOR THE AFORE- 
MENTIONED GOODS, ALL SOLD AS A UNIT; AND 
VALVES AS COMPONENTS OF GAS AND FLUID 
DRYERS AND DEHYDRATORS (US. CLS. 13, 31 AND 34). 

FIRST USE 4-10-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 
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1,815,399. DESIGN HOUSE, INC., GERMANTOWN, WI. 
SN 74-218,784. PUB. 5-12-1992, FILED 11-4-1991. 


CLOSE UP 


FOR CEILING FANS (U.S. CL. 34). 
FIRST USE 3-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1993. 


1,815,400. CAMPFIRE & CORP., CHANG HUA, TAIWAN. 
SN 74-241,307. PUB. 8-18-1992, FILED 1-29-1992. 


Bo 


HOSE] 


FOR FIREPLACE GRATES AND BAR-B-QUE GRILLS 
(U.S. CL. 34). 
FIRST USE 7-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 


1,815,401. HEPA CORPORATION, ANAHEIM, CA. SN 
74-243,054. PUB. 7-14-1992, FILED 2-4-1992. 


HEPA-MAX 


FOR HIGH EFFICIENCY PARTICULATE AIR FILTERS 
(U.S. CL. 31). 
FIRST USE 3-12-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-12-1993. 


1,815,402. THERMO-CYCLER 
PORTE, 
7-16-1992. 


THERMO-MIXER 


FOR AIR VENTILATOR FOR USE IN COMMERCIAL 
AND INDUSTRIAL BUILDINGS (U.S. CL. 34). 
FIRST USE 7-2-1993; INCOMMERCE 7-2-1993. 


INDUSTRIES, 
IN. SN 74-294,674. PUB. 


INC., LA- 
12-22-1992, FILED 


1,815,403. HOLOPHANE COMPANY, INC., NEWARK, OH. 
SN 74-295,043. PUB. 4-6-1993, FILED 7-17-1992. 


ESPLANADE 


FOR ELECTRIC LIGHTING FIXTURES (U.S. CL. 21). 
FIRST USE 5-18-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-18-1993. 
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1,815,404. DREWERY, GIG, KOUNTZE, TX. SN 74-319,716. 
PUB. 2-23-1993, FILED 10-5-1992. 


AQUA DRIP 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “AQUA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR WASTE WATER PURIFICATION UNITS (U.S. CL. 
31). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


1,815,405. KDI AMERICAN PRODUCTS, 
PARK, CA. SN _ 74-335,687. PUB. 
11-30-1992. 


INC., MOOR- 
5-4-1993, FILED 


ECLIPSE 


FOR SWIMMING POOL SAND FILTERS (U.S. CL. 31). 
FIRST USE 4-12-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-12-1993. 


CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


1,815,406. YKK U.S.A. INC. FLETCHER, NC. SN 
74-236,724. PUB. 4-13-1993, FILED 1-10-1992. 


AHEADSTEM 


FOR BICYCLE COMPONENTS; NAMELY, STEERING 
ASSEMBLIES, AND HANDLEBARS, HANDLEBAR 
MOUNTING STEMS, BOLTS, CAPS, NUTS, SHIMS, 
RINGS, BEARINGS, BEARING RACES, SEALS, AND 
HEAD TUBE CUPS, AND STEERER TUBES, ALL FORM- 
ING COMPONENT PARTS OF SAID STEERING ASSEM- 
BLIES (U.S. CL. 19). 

FIRST USE 7-6-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-6-1993. 


1,815,407. HUFFY CORPORATION, MIAMISBURG, OH. 
SN 74-271,597. PUB. 9-29-1992, FILED 5-1-1992. 


TOW-N-STROLL 


FOR STROLLER THAT CAN EITHER BE PUSHED OR 
ATTACHED TO A BICYCLE (US. CL. 19). 
FIRST USE 7-28-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-28-1992. 


1,815,408. WOOSUNG INDUSTRIAL CO., LTD., SEOUL, 
REPUBLIC OF KOREA. SN 74-300,989. PUB. 1-12-1993, 
FILED 8-3-1992. 


DARK HORSE 


FOR TIRES FOR 


VEHICLE WHEELS AND INNER } 
TUBES FOR VEHICLE WHEELS (U.S. CL. 35). i 
FIRST USE 6-2-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-2-1993. 
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1,815,409. YAMAHA HATSUDOKI KABUSHIKI KAISHA, 
SHIZUOKA-KEN, JAPAN. SN 74-316,430. PUB. 2-23-1993, 
FILED 9-23-1992. 


WAVE BLASTER 


FOR WATER SCOOTERS (U.S. CL. 19). 
FIRST USE 3-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-1-1993. 


1,815,410. MAGNADYNE CORPORATION, COMPTON, 
CA. SN 74-328,330. PUB. 5-4-1993, FILED 11-3-1992. 


SILENCER 


FOR OCCUPANT-ACTIVATED ANTI-HIJACKING 
ALARM FOR VEHICLES (U.S. CLS. 19 AND 21). 
FIRST USE 1-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-6-1993. 


1,815,411. TBC CORPORATION, MEMPHIS, 
74-334, 184. PUB. 4-6-1993, FILED 11-24-1992. 


AQUA FLOW 


FOR TIRES (U.S. CL. 35). 
FIRST USE 7-13-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-13-1993. 


TN. SN 


CLASS 14—JEWELRY 


1,815,412. AREZZO GOLD & SILVER JEWELRY 
CENTER, INC., NEW YORK, NY. SN 74-058,867. PUB. 
6-16-1992, FILED 5-11-1990. 


AREZZO JEWELRY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “JEWELRY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

SEC. 2(F). 

FOR JEWELRY, NECKLACES, BRACELETS, EAR- 
RINGS, AND GOLD CHAINS (U.S. CL. 28). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1993; IN COMMERCE !1-0-1993. 


1,815,413. SWEE HENG MANUFACTURING CO. PTE 
LTD., SINGAPORE. SN 74-227,190. PUB. 8-25-1992, 
FILED 12-4-1991. 


CAMPUS 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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FOR WATCHES, CLOCKS, WATCH STRAPS, WATCH 
BRACELETS, AND WATCH DIALS (U.S. CLS. 27 AND 28). 
FIRST USE 7-1-1979; IN COMMERCE 3-31-1993. 


1,815,414. PUSSER’S, LTD., TORTOLA, BR.VIRGIN IS- 
LANDS. SN 74-294,268. PUB. 3-9-1993, FILED 7-14-1992. 


KILLICK 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,477,585. 
FOR WATCHES (U.S. CL. 27). 
FIRST USE 7-20-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-20-1992. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


1,815,415. ZIFF COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, NEW 
YORK, NY. SN 74-172,685. PUB. 5-26-1992, FILED 
6-3-1991. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,328,444. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PC”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE LINING IN THE DRAWING IS A FEATURE OF 
THE MARK AND DOES NOT INTENDED TO INDICATE 
COLOR. 

FOR PUBLICATIONS IN THE FIELDS OF COMPUT- 
ERS, COMPUTING AND INFORMATION SERVICES; 
NAMLEY, BOOKS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 10-30-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-30-1991. 


1,815,416. FLEER CORP., PHILADELPHIA, 
74-173,430. PUB. 3-17-1992, FILED 6-4-1991. 


PA. SN 


FLEER ULTRA TEAM 


FOR SPORTS TRADING CARDS (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 6-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1991. 
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1,815,417. LONCKE, RUDOLPH R., SACRAMENTO, CA. 
SN 74-296,682. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 7-23-1992. 


WEE DO 


FOR PRINTED WORD GAMES AND PRINTED WORD 
PUZZLES FOR CHILDREN (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 38). 
FIRST USE 7-24-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-24-1993. 


1,815,418. JOSEPH RIBKOFF INC., DORVAL, QUEBEC, 
CANADA. SN_ 74-315,446. PUB. 2-23-1993, FILED 
9-21-1992. 


INFLUENCE 


FOR WOMAN'S FASHION MAGAZINE (U.S. CL. 38). 
FIRST USE 2-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1993. 


1,815,419. ACCOUNTING FIRMS ASSOCIATED, _INC., 
GAINESVILLE, FL. SN 74-318,819. PUB. 2-23-1993, 
FILED 9-30-1992. 


INVENTORY COUNTS 


FOR NEWSLETTERS DIRECTED TO THE MANUFAC- 
TURING INDUSTRY, WHOLESALERS AND DISTRIBU- 
TORS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1993. 


1,815,420. U.S. NEWSLITE, INC., SIERRA VISTA, AZ. SN 
74-337,814. PUB. 5-11-1993, FILED 12-7-1992. 


THE LINING IN THE DRAWING IS A FEATURE OF 
THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR SHORT NEWSPAPER CONTAINING ADVERTISE- 
MENTS, ANECDOTES, COMIC STRIPS, EDITORIALS, 
AND BRIEF GENERAL NEWS ITEMS, FOR LIGHT 
READING BY RESTAURANT CUSTOMERS (US. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-15-1991; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1991. 
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1,815,421. HEARST CORPORATION, THE, NEW YORK, 
NY. SN 74-341,297. PUB. 5-25-1993, FILED 12-21-1992. 


SPORTS AFIELD FAMILY 
ADVENTURES 


FOR MAGAZINE PUBLISHED ANNUALLY OR AT 
OTHER INTERVALS CONTAINING FEATURES ON OUT- 
DOOR RECREATIONAL PURSUITS, SHOOTING, 
NATURE, WILD LIFE, BIRD AND ANIMAL WATCHING, 
CONSERVATION, OUTDOOR IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECTS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 4-6-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-6-1993. 


1,815,422. GIGA LEARN, INC., MYRTLE BEACH, SC. SN 
74-801,491. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 7-14-1992. 


FOR PERSONAL AND DESKTOP ORGANIZERS (U.S. 
CLS. 2, 37 AND 50). 
FIRST USE 8-0-1992; INCOMMERCE 8-0-1992. 


CLASS 17—RUBBER GOODS 


1,815,423. PPG INDUSTRIES, INC., PITTSBURGH, PA. SN 
74-131,964. PUB. 6-9-1992, FILED 1-22-1991. 


SPRAYVEIL 


FOR GLASS FIBERS IN THE FORM OF STRANDS AND 
ROVINGS FOR USE IN FIBER GLASS MATS USED FOR 
REINFORCEMENT OF POLYMERIC MATERIALS (U.S. 
CL. 1). 

FIRST USE 8-9-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-9-1993. 
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1,815,424. MICHIGAN DISCOUNT JEWELERS, LTD., 
DBA MICHIGAN JEWELERS, LTD. AND DBA MDJ 
SPORTS JEWELRY, CLARKSTON, MI. SN 74-293,765. 
PUB. 12-22-1992, FILED 7-10-1992. 


THE POCKET VAULT 


FOR CASES FOR HOLDING CREDIT CARDS, MONEY 
AND PERSONAL IDENTIFICATION CARDS (U.S. CL. 3). 
FIRST USE 8-2-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-2-1992. 


1,815,425. FINO, INC., CHICAGO, IL. SN 74-801,427. PUB. 
10-6-1992, FILED 9-20-1990. 


Fino 


THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE WORD “FINO” 
IN THE MARK IS “FINE”. 

FOR DUFFLE BAGS, SHOULDER BAGS, TOTE BAGS, 
GARMENT BAGS, AND CLUTCH BAGS, BILLFOLDS; 
BRIEFCASES; BUSINESS CARD CASES, COSMETIC 
CASES SOLD EMPTY; GARMENT BAGS, LUGGAGE; 
PURSES, UMBRELLAS (U.S. CLS. 3 AND 41). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-0-1991. 


CLASS 19—NON-METALLIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS 


1,815,426. SMITH, LYNN H., GUNTER, TX. SN 74-235,005. 
PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 1-2-1992. 


CONECT-A-KIT 


FOR HANDRAIL FITTINGS; NAMELY, NON-METAL- 
LIC PRE-FABRICATED HANDRAIL SECTIONS FOR 
JOINING OTHER SECTIONS OF HANDRAIL WITH SIMI- 
LAR CONFIGURATIONS (U.S. CL. 12). 

FIRST USE 8-31-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-31-1993. 


1,815,427. SCHULLER INTERNATIONAL, INC., DENVER, 
CO. SN 74-296,341. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 7-20-1992. 


SUPERVANE 


FOR HIGH DENSITY GLASS FIBER AIR FOILS USED 
IN HVAC DUCTS FOR DEFLECTING OR DIVERTING 
AIR FLOW (USS. CL. 12). 

FIRST USE 4-8-1993; INCOMMERCE 4-8-1993. 
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1,815,428. HANOVER PREST PAVING COMPANY, HAN- 
OVER, PA. SN 74-312,720. PUB. 2-9-1993, FILED 
9-11-1992. 


PATRIOT 


FOR FORMED CONCRETE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, 
CONCRETE PAVING BLOCKS (U.S. CL. 12). 
FIRST USE 9-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-29-1993. 


CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


1,815,429. STANTON INDUSTRIES, INC., TUALATIN, OR. 
SN 74-200,337. PUB. 6-2-1992, FILED 9-3-1991. 


DISTINCTIVE DESIGNS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 

USE “DESIGNS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
FOR FURNITURE AND MATTRESSES (U.S. CL. 32). 
FIRST USE 9-3-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-3-1991. 


1,815,430. BERKLINE CORPORATION, THE, MORRIS- 
TOWN, TN. SN 74-328,269. PUB. 4-6-1993, FILED 
11-4-1992. 


COMFORT CHAISE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CHAISE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR UPHOLSTERED FURNITURE (USS. CL. 32). 

FIRST USE 1-20-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-20-1993. 


1,815,431. LISCO, INC., TAMPA, FL. SN 74-331,477. PUB. 
5-4-1993, FILED 11-16-1992. 


PRINCESS BED 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BED”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR JUVENILE BEDS (US. CL. 32). 

FIRST USE 5-24-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-24-1993. 
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CLASS 21—HOUSEWARES AND GLASS 


1,815,432. STULL CLOSURE TECHNOLOGIES, _INC., 
RANDOLPH, NJ. SN 74-210,367. PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 
10-7-1991. 


RIBBON FLOW 


FOR HAND HELD DISPENSERS FOR FOOD PROD- 
UCTS, AND/OR COSMETIC CONSUMER-ORIENTED 
PRODUCTS, AND/OR CHEMICALS; NAMELY, GLUE, 
ADHESIVES, AND RELATED HOUSEHOLD PRODUCTS, 
SOLD EMPTY (U.S. CL. 2). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1993. 


1,815,433. STERLING WINTHROP INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
SN 74-310,066. PUB. 1-26-1993, FILED 9-2-1992. 


RESOLVE 


FOR BRUSH FOR CLEANING CARPETS (U.S. CL. 29). 
FIRST USE 8-2-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-2-1993. 


1,815,434. WILEN COMPANIES, INCORPORATED, THE, 
ATLANTA, GA. SN 74-310,645. PUB. 5-18-1993, FILED 
9-3-1992. 


QUICK FINISH 


FOR NYLON BRISTLE AND FOAM RUBBER APPLICA- 
TORS FOR APPLYING WAXES, WAXSTRIPPERS, AND 
EPOXY FLOOR COATINGS FOR COMMERCIAL AND 
RESIDENTIAL USE (USS. CL. 29). 

FIRST USE 11-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1992. 


1,815,435. MEBCO INDUSTRIES, INC., SHAKOPEE, MN. 
SN 74-331,504. PUB. 4-27-1993, FILED 11-16-1992. 


FINELINE 


FOR HAIR CARE PRODUCTS; NAMELY, HAIR COMBS 
AND HAIR PICKS (U.S. CL. 40). 
FIRST USE 11-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-15-1992. 


CLASS 22—CORDAGE AND FIBERS 


1,815,436. CRAMARO TARPAULIN SYSTEMS, INC., NEW 
CASTLE, DE. SN 74-265,269. PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 
4-13-1992. 


SUPER LINER BLUE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LINER BLUE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR PROTECTIVE PLASTIC LINERS FOR LAND VE- 
HICLE BODY BEDS (U.S. CL. 2). 

FIRST USE 4-13-1992; IN COMMERCE 1-1-1993. 
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1,815,437. SPRINGS INDUSTRIES, INC., FORT MILL, SC. 
SN 74-088,458. PUB. 2-4-1992, FILED 8-16-1990. 


WICKABLE 


FOR FABRIC FINISH SOLD AS A COMPONENT FOR 
FLAME RETARDANT FABRICS FOR USE IN THE MAN- 
UFACTURE OF PROTECTIVE CLOTHING AND INDUS- 
TRIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL FURNISHINGS (U.S. CL. 
42). 

FIRST USE 4-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1990. 


1,815,438. PEACE PILLOWS, INC., DETROIT, MI. SN 
74-262,852. PUB. 9-1-1992, FILED 4-6-1992. 


PEACE PAD 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,352,842. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PAD”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR THERAPEUTIC MATTRESS COVERS (U.S. CL. 42). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1993. 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


1,815,439. SWINGER, CASIMIR A., NEW YORK, NY. SN 
74-096,218. PUB. 12-3-1991, FILED 9-12-1990. 


CASIE SWINGER 


“CASIE SWINGER” 
LIVING 
RECORD. 

FOR MEN’S AND WOMEN’S SPORTSWEAR AND AC- 
CESSORIES; NAMELY, SHIRTS, BLOUSES, PANTS, 
SLACKS, SHORTS, COATS, JACKETS, JUMPSUITS, TIES, 
T-TOPS, TANK TOPS, DRESSES, SHAWLS, SCARVES 
(U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 8-17-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-24-1993. 


IDENTIFIES A PARTICULAR 
INDIVIDUAL WHOSE CONSENT IS OF 


1,815,440. NIKE, INC., BEAVERTON, OR. SN 74-198,616. 
PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 8-27-1991. 


AIR FLIGHT HUARACHE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

FOR FOOTWEAR; NAMELY, LIGHTWEIGHT HIGH- 
PERFORMANCE ATHLETIC FOOTWEAR (US. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 2-13-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-13-1992. 


1,145,812, 1,508,360, AND 
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1,815,441. SAN ANTONIO SHOE, INC., SAN ANTONIO, _ 1,815,445. COBURN, MICHAEL, CHICAGO, IL. SN 
TX. SN 74-206,011. PUB. 6-16-1992, FILED 9-23-1991. 74-262,068. PUB. 9-1-1992, FILED 4-3-1992. 








SAS FOOTSHAPE 







P AID PRO ATHLETE IN 
DEVELOPMENT 









OWNER OF USS. REG. 
OTHERS. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO FOR SPORTING CLOTHES; NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, 
USE “FOOTSHAPE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS_ SHORTS, SWEAT SUITS, SWEATSHIRTS, JACKETS AND 
SHOWN. HATS (U.S. CL. 39). 


FOR SHOES (U.S. CL. 39). FIRST USE 3-10-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1993. 
FIRST USE 3-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1992. 


NOS. 





1,122,440, 1,509,326, AND 


























1,815,442. E.S. ORIGINALS, INC., NEW YORK, NY. SN 


74-211,790. PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 10-15-1991. 1,815,446. INTERSPORT LIMITED, STERLING, VA. SN 
74-272,968. PUB. 10-27-1992, FILED 5-6-1992. 





TRED SAFE 





JACKAL 


FOR SHOES AND BOOTS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 2-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1992. 


FOR SUEDE LEATHER CASUAL INDOOR SOCCER 
SHOES (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 2-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1992. 





1,815,443. V.F. CORPORATION, WYOMISSING, PA. SN 
74-217,472. PUB. 5-12-1992, FILED 10-31-1991. 


VASSARETTE 





1,815,447. SPIEGEL, INC.. DOWNERS GROVE, IL. SN 
74-287,457. PUB. 11-17-1992, FILED 6-23-1992. 
OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 343,505, 746,675, AND 
OTHERS. 
FOR HOSIERY; NAMELY, PANTYHOSE, STOCKINGS, 
SOCKS, TIGHTS AND LEOTARDS (US. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1992. 


J—-LINreE_ 


1,815,444. TANEL CORPORATION, MILWAUKEE, WI. SN 
74-224,361. PUB. 11-24-1992, FILED 11-22-1991. 


TANEL 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,469,842 AND 1,493,174. 
FOR ATHLETIC SHOES AND SNEAKERS, ATHLETIC 

FITNESS AND EXERCISE WEARING APPAREL; 

NAMELY, T-SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, SWEATPANTS, 

SWEATSUITS, SWEATJACKETS, SHORTS, SHIRTS, 

PANTS, JACKETS, LEATHER JACKETS, CAPS, BODY 

SUITS, TIGHTS, HEADBANDS, SOCKS, SWIMSUITS AND FOR CLOTHING; NAMELY, HOISERY AND TIGHTS 
THONGS (U.S. CL. 39). (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 6-30-1986; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1986. FIRST USE 10-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1992. 












T™ 282 


CLASS 25—({Continued). 


1,815,448. ROSE CAGE INK, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, CA. 
SN 74-294,168. PUB. 3-30-1993, FILED 7-14-1992. 


ROSE 
[| CAGE 


WLU Gs 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INC.”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

“ROSE CAGE” IDENTIFIES A LIVING INDIVIDUAL 
WHOSE CONSENT IS OF RECORD. 

FOR CHILDREN’S CLOTHING; NAMELY, SWEAT- 
SHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, SKIRTS, PANTS, DRESSES, AND 
SHORTS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 9-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1992. 


1,815,449. ES. ORIGINALS, INC., NEW YORK, NY. SN 
74-298,556. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 7-27-1992. 


KID TOUGH 


FOR FOOTWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 11-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-15-1992. 


1,815,450. RED WING SHOE COMPANY, 
WING, MN. SN 74-316,443. 
9-23-1992. 


INC., RED 
PUB. 2-2-1993, FILED 


WORLDWALKERS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,410,678. 
FOR FOOTWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 3-3-1985; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1992. 


1,815,451. BLUE BELL, INC., GREENSBORO, NC. SN 
74-326,180. PUB. 3-2-1993, FILED 10-27-1992. 


ELITE EDITION 


FOR JEANS (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 6-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 
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1,815,452. E.S. ORIGINALS, INC., NEW YORK, NY. SN 
74-343,537. PUB. 5-18-1993, FILED 12-28-1992. 


BLINKERS 


FOR FOOTWEAR (U.S. CL. 39). 
FIRST USE 2-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1993. 


CLASS 27—FLOOR COVERINGS 


1,815,453. KASWELL, NORMAN, FRAMINGHAM, MA. SN 
74-168,113. PUB. 6-23-1992, FILED 5-20-1991. 


INTER(B)LOCK 


FOR RUBBER FLOOR BLOCKS (U.S. CL. 20). 
FIRST USE 5-10-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-10-1993. 


1,815,454. JOHN WILMAN LIMITED, NELSON, LANCA- 
SHIRE BB9 7QT, ENGLAND. SN 74-247,942. PUB. 
12-22-1992, FILED 2-20-1992. 


FOR HIM 


FOR WALLPAPER, WALL COVERINGS (NON-TEX- 
TILE), AND BORDERS (U.S. CLS. 20 AND 37). 
FIRST USE 4-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-1-1992. 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


1,815,455. JAECKEL, CARL, LAWRENCEVILLE, NJ. SN 
74-025,568. PUB. 8-14-1990, FILED 2-5-1990. 


SIZZLE STICK 


FOR GOLF CLUBS AND COMPONENT PARTS THERE- 
OF (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 6-11-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-11-1993. 


1,815,456. KABUSHIKI KAISHA NAMCO (NAMCO LIMIT- 
ED), OTA-KU, TOKYO, JAPAN. SN 74-068,404. PUB. 
2-26-1991, FILED 6-12-1990. 


DRAGON SPIRIT 


FOR VIDEO GAME MACHINES, VIDEO GAME CAR- 
TRIDGES, VIDEO GAME DISCS, HAND-HELD ELEC- 
TRONIC GAME MACHINES (U.S. CLS. 22, 23 AND 38). 

FIRST USE 6-1-1990; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1990. 
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1,815,457. LAWTON/THACKER/SMITH, INC., DBA THE 
LAWTON DOLL COMPANY, TURLOCK, CA. SN 
74-096,919. PUB. 7-16-1991, FILED 9-14-1990. 


MEMORIES AND 
MELODIES 


FOR DOLLS (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 2-14-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-14-1993. 


1,815,458. YONEX KABUSHIKI KAISHA, TOKYO, JAPAN. 
SN 74-247,564. PUB. 7-14-1992, FILED 2-19-1992. 


CYBORG 


FOR TENNIS RACKETS (US. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 5-20-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-20-1993. 


1,815,459. ROSENBLATT, SOLOMAN, MARCO ISLAND, 
FL. SN 74-255,572. PUB. 8-25-1992, FILED 3-16-1992. 


SPONJ-LUR 


FOR FISHING LURES (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 8-19-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-19-1993. 


1,815,460. TSR, INC., LAKE GENEVA, WI. SN 74-264,094. 
PUB. 8-25-1992, FILED 4-9-1992. 


DUNGEON MASTER 


FOR FANTASY ROLE-PLAYING GAMES AND BOARD 
GAMES, AND GAME ACCESSORIES; NAMELY, BOOK- 
LETS CONTAINING ROLE-PLAYING GAME SCENAR- 
IOS, AND COMPUTER GAME PROGRAMS (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-0-1992. 


1,815,461. BERKLEY, INC. SPIRIT LAKE, IA. SN 
74-276,426. PUB. 11-3-1992, FILED 5-18-1992. 


STREAMER 


FOR FLY RODS (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. 


1,815,462. CUSTOM SUPPORT CORPORATION, FOREST 
HILLS, NY. SN 74-289,238. PUB. 12-22-1992, FILED 
6-29-1992. 


RIP 


FOR ATHLETIC SUPPORTERS (U.S. CL. 44). 
FIRST USE 12-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 12-15-1992. 
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1,815,463. HASBRO, INC., PAWTUCKET, RI. SN 74-295,934. 
PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 7-20-1992. 


MIRAGE 


FOR TOY ACTION FIGURES, TOY VEHICLES AND 
ACCESSORIES FOR USE THEREWITH (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 6-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1992. 


1,815,464. DIVERSIFIED EDUCATIONAL SERVICES, DE- 
TROIT, MI. SN 74-296,396. PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 
7-20-1992. 


GOES TO COLLEGE 


FOR DOLLS, INSTRUCTIONS PROVIDED THERE- 
WITH, AND DOLL CLOTHING (U.S. CL. 22). 
FIRST USE 12-0-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-0-1992. 


1,815,465. BRUNNER, PAUL B., OVANDO, MT. AND 
BRUNNER, KAREN LEE T., OVANDO, MT. SN 
74-306,015. PUB. 2-16-1993, FILED 8-19-1992. 


BLACK WOLF 


FOR SPORTING GOODS IN THE FIELD OF ARCHERY 
AND BOW HUNTING EQUIPMENT; NAMELY, BOWS, 
ARROWS, ARROW HEADS, QUIVERS AND BOW CASES 
(U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 8-15-1991; INCOMMERCE 8-15-1991. 


1,815,466. TONKA CORPORATION, PAWTUCKET, RI. SN 
74-323,714. PUB. 3-23-1993, FILED 10-19-1992. 


TWIST N’ SWIRL 


FOR TOY CRAFT KITS COMPOSED PRIMARILY OF 
PAINTS AND INKS FOR CUSTOMIZING AND DECO- 
RATING CLOTHING, JEWELRY, PAPER GOODS AND 
OTHER PERSONAL ACCESSORIES (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 7-13-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-13-1992. 


1,815,467. TSR, INC., LAKE GENEVA, WI. SN 74-330,957. 
PUB. 3-30-1993, FILED 11-13-1992. 


AMAZING ENGINE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,265,719 AND 1,696,043. 

FOR FANTASY ROLE-PLAYING GAMES AND BOARD- 
GAMES, AND GAME ACCESSORIES; NAMELY, BOOK- 
LETS CONTAINING ROLE-PLAYING GAME SCENAR- 
IOS (U.S. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1993. 
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1,815,468. QUESORO S.A., BUENOS AIRES, ARGENTINA. 
SN 74-029,141. PUB. 3-12-1991, FILED 2-15-1990. 


FOR DAIRY PRODUCTS, EXCLUDING iCE CREAM, 
ICE MILK AND FROZEN YOGURT (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 4-15-1990; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1990. 


1,815,469. BELIEVE, INC., LANGLEY, WA. SN 74-217,046. 
PUB. 6-2-1992, FILED 10-28-1991. 


ECO BURGER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BURGER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MEAT SUBSTITUTES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 10-8-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-8-1991. 


1,815,470. SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE, SA., 
CH-1800 VEVEY, SWITZERLAND. SN 74-252,180. PUB. 
8-4-1992, FILED 3-5-1992. 


FOR PROCESSED SUNFLOWER SEEDS (U.S. CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 7-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1992. 


1,815,471. MORRISON RESTAURANTS INC., MOBILE, 


AL. SN 74-285,392. PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 6-15-1992. 


EGGS “ROADSIDE CAFE” 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “EGGS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR ENTREES CONSISTING PRIMARILY OF EGGS 
(U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1992. 


1,815,472. AGROPECUARIOS DESHIDRATADOS, S.A. DE 
C.V., SAN NICOLAS DE LOS GARZA, N.L., MEXICO. 
SN 74-322,556. PUB. 2-23-1993, FILED 10-15-1992. 


FOR DRY BEEF AND BEEF JERKY (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 4-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1993. 


CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS 


1,815,473. SWEET STREET DESSERTS, INC., READING, 
PA. SN 74-196,969. PUB. 4-21-1992, FILED 8-22-1991. 


WHITE MOUNTAIN 
MACRUNCH 


FOR BAKERY GOODS (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 3-5-1990; IN COMMERCE 3-5-1990. 


1,815,474. HANG HEUNG CAKE SHOP CO., LTD., NEW 
TERRITORIES, HONG KONG. SN 74-218,737. PUB. 
11-24-1992, FILED 11-4-1991. 

&, 


Ky BAILA 


THE CHINESE CHARACTERS REPRESENT THE 
WORDS “THE CHIEF”, CLEAR“, "CONSTANT™, "FRA- 
GRANT™ RESPECTIVELY. 
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FOR PASTRIES INCLUDING CHINESE-STYLE PAS- 
TRIES; CAKES INCLUDING CHINESE FESTIVAL SPE- 
CIALTY CAKES; BISCUITS; FLOUR; BREAD AND CAN- 
DIES AND DESERTS, PASTRY MIXES, CAKE MIXES 
AND BREAD MIXES (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1930; IN COMMERCE 8-25-1991. 


1,815,475. HATTING BAGERI A/S, DK - 8700 HORSENS, 
DENMARK. SN_ 74-239,346. PUB. 6-23-1992, FILED 
1-22-1992. 


FOR BREAD, PASTRY, BISCUITS, AND REFRIGERAT- 
ED PASTRY DOUGH (USS. CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 9-17-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-17-1992. 


1,815,476. DONOVAN COFFEE COMPANY, INC., BIR- 
MINGHAM, AL. SN 74-281,441. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 


Sa 


65 Carian 


THE LINING IS A FEATURE OF THE MARK AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. THE STIPPLING IS A 


FEATURE OF THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE 
COLOR. 


FOR HERBAL TEA (USS. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 8-3-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-3-1993. 


1,815,477. GENERAL MILLS, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN. 
SN 74-337,356. PUB. 5-18-1993, FILED 12-7-1992. 


IT’S A WHOLE NEW 
RIPPLE ON THE OLD 
BRAN FLAKE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “BRAN FLAKE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 
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FOR BREAKFAST CEREAL (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 2-8-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-8-1993. 


1,815,478. GENERAL MILLS, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN. 
SN 74-337,358. PUB. 5-18-1993, FILED 12-7-1992. 


IT’S A WHOLE NEW 
RIPPLE ON THE OLD 
CORNFLAKE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CORNFLAKE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR BREAKFAST CEREAL (U.S. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 2-8-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-8-1993. 


1,815,479. LEWIS BROTHERS BAKERIES INCORPORAT- 
ED, DBA LEWIS BAKERIES INC., EVANSVILLE, IN. 
SN 74-801,336. PUB. 1-19-1993, FILED 10-30-1990. 


HEALTHY LIFE 


FOR BAKERY PRODUCTS; NAMELY, BREAD AND 
BUNS (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 4-15-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1991. 


CLASS 31—NATURAL AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS 


1,815,480. PETSMART, INC., PHOENIX, AZ. SN 74-239,400. 
PUB. 7-28-1992, FILED 1-22-1992. 


GRREAT CHOICE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GRREAT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PET FOOD AND EDIBLE PET TREATS (U.S. CL. 
46). 

FIRST USE 7-22-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-22-1992. 


1,815,481. O.M. SCOTT & SONS COMPANY, THE, MARYS- 
VILLE, OH. SN 74-259,336. PUB. 2-16-1993, FILED 
3-26-1992. 


CALIFORNIA CLASSIC 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CALIFORNIA”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR GRASS SEED (U.S. CL. 1). 

FIRST USE 12-31-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-31-1992. 
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1,815,482. BAUCOM, JOHNNY DARRYL, CHARLOTTE, 
NC. SN 74-285,165. PUB. 2-2-1993, FILED 6-15-1992. 


VITA-BIRD-PLUS 


FOR BIRD AND ANIMAL FEED (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 9-4-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-4-1992. 


CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 


1,815,483. KIWI NECTARS LIMITED, HAMILTON, NEW 
ZEALAND, BY CHANGE OF NAME FROM MAUGH- 
ANS JEWELLERS LIMITED, HAMILTON, NEW ZEA- 
LAND. SN 74-173,062. PUB. 5-12-1992, FILED 6-4-1991. 


NOTHIN ELSE 


FOR KIWI-BASED FRUIT JUICES AND KIWI FRUIT 
JUICE-BASED SOFT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 
FIRST USE 10-9-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-9-1991. 


1,815,484. PEPSICO, INC., PURCHASE, NY. SN 74-249,248. 
PUB. 1-26-1993, FILED 2-25-1992. 














OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DIET” AND “WILD CHERRY”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES ONLY 
AND DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. THE DRAWING IS 
LINED FOR THE COLORS RED, WHITE, BLUE AND 
GREEN, AND COLOR IS CLAIMED AS A FEATURE OF 
THE MARK. THE HORIZONTAL LINING THAT AP- 
PEARS IN THE BACKGROUND IS A FEATURE OF THE 
MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDS “DIET PEPSI” 
LINED FOR COLOR, THE WORDS “WILD CHERRY” 
LINED FOR COLOR, A DESIGN OF A CHERRY LINED 
FOR COLOR AND A THREE FIELD DEVICE LINED 
FOR COLOR. 

FOR SOFT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1992. 


1,563,658, 1,564,934, AND 
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CLASS 32—(Continued). 


1,815,485. EVERLAST WORLD'S BOXING HEADQUAR- 
TERS CORPORATION, BRONX, NY. SN 74-306,013. PUB. 
1-5-1993, FILED 8-19-1992. 


THE CLEAR CHAMPION 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,531,976. 
FOR SOFT DRINKS (U.S. CL. 45). 
FIRST USE 8-31-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-31-1992. 


CLASS 33—WINES AND SPIRITS 


1,815,486. BARBANEL, HOWARD S., NEW YORK, NY. SN 
74-229,012. PUB. 7-7-1992, FILED 12-10-1991. 


THE LINING IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES ONLY AND 
DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. 

FOR ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES (U.S. CLS. 47 AND 49). 

FIRST USE 3-3-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-3-1992. 
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CLASS 33—(Continued). 


1,815,487. CAMPBELL SOUP COMPANY, CAMDEN, NJ. 
SN 74-266,729. PUB. 9-8-1992, FILED 4-17-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 


FOR LIQUEURS (USS. CL. 49). 
FIRST USE 9-30-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-30-1992. 


187,124, 1,310,322, AND 


SERVICE MARKS 


CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


1,815,488. LINCOLN, CHARLES, DALLAS, 
74-246,024. PUB. 9-1-1992, FILED 2-13-1992. 


TX. SN 


ESPRIT 


FOR EMPLOYMENT AGENCY AND TEMPORARY 
STAFF PLACEMENT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 1-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 1-15-1992. 


1,815,489. SOUTHERN NEW ENGLAND TELEPHONE 
COMPANY, THE, NEW HAVEN, CT. SN 74-296,479. 
PUB. 3-9-1993, FILED 7-21-1992. 


THE BIG EASY 


FOR BILLING SERVICES IN THE TELECOMMUNICA- 
TION INDUSTRY (U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102). 
FIRST USE 9-7-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-7-1992. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 35—(Continued). 


1,815,490. MAILMOVERS, INC., SEATTLE, WA. SN 
74-340,069. PUB. 5-11-1993, FILED 12-14-1992. 


MAILMOVERS 


FOR SORTING, HANDLING, RECEIVING, AND BAR 
CODING OF MAIL (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 1-1-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1993. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


1,815,491. HYPOTENUSE, INC., NEW YORK, NY. SN 
74-118,966. PUB. 4-14-1992, FILED 11-23-1990. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CENTER FOR HOMEOWNER INFORMATION”, 
APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE STIPPLING IS FOR SHADING PURPOSES ONLY 
AND DOES NOT INDICATE COLOR. THE LINING IS A 
FEATURE OF THE MARK AND DOES NOT INDICATE 
COLOR. 

FOR INFORMATION SERVICES WHICH PROVIDE 
CUSTOM ANALYSIS OF REAL ESTATE AND MORT- 
GAGE DATA TO CONSUMERS, BUSINESSES, NON- 
PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS AND GOVERNMENTS (US. 
CLS. 101 AND 102). 

FIRST USE 11-16-1990; IN COMMERCE 12-1-1990. 


1,815,492. FIRST GIBRALTAR BANK, FSB, IRVING, TX. 
SN 74-327,498. PUB. 5-25-1993, FILED 10-30-1992. 


FIRST MADISON BANK, 
FSB 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BANK, FSB", APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR FEDERAL SAVING BANKS (U.S. CL. 102). 

FIRST USE 2-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-1-1993. 
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CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


1,815,493. AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY. SN 74-175,747. PUB. 
6-23-1992, FILED 6-12-1991. 


MAINTENANCE EXPRESS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MAINTENANCE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR PROVIDING REPAIR SERVICES FOR TELECOM- 
MUNICATIONS SWITCHING SYSTEMS FOR OTHERS 
(U.S. CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 6-30-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-30-1991. 


1,815,494. PRO SHOP COMPANY, EUGENE, OR. SN 
74-222,259. PUB. 6-9-1992, FILED 11-18-1991. 


JUST FOR DECKS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DECKS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR BUILDING CONSTRUCTION SERVICES; 
NAMELY, DECK CONSTRUCTION SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
103). 

FIRST USE 3-19-1992; IN COMMERCE 3-19-1992. 


1,815,495. SYSTEM INNOVATIONS, INC., FREDERICKS- 
BURG, VA. SN 74-282,604. PUB. 1-19-1993, FILED 
6-8-1992. 


way 


FOR INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE OF SECU- 
RITY SYSTEMS (U.S. CL. 103). 
FIRST USE 6-3-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-3-1993. 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


1,815,496. INFONET SERVICES CORPORATION, EL SE- 
GUNDO, CA. SN 74-112,708. PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 
11-2-1990. 


VSTREAM 


FOR ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION OF DATA AND 
INFORMATION AND CONSULTING SERVICES RELAT- 
ED THERETO (USS. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 8-31-1991; INCOMMERCE 8-31-1991. 
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CLASS 38—(Continued). 


1,815,497. INFONET SERVICES CORPORATION, EL SE- 
GUNDO, CA. SN 74-112,709. PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 
11-2-1990. 


VPDN 


FOR ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION OF DATA AND 
INFORMATION AND CONSULTING SERVICES RELAT- 
ED THERETO (US. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 8-31-1991; INCOMMERCE 8-31-1991. 


1,815,498. INFONET SERVICES CORPORATION, EL SE- 
GUNDO, CA. SN 74-112,712. PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 
11-2-1990. 


VMESH 


FOR ELECTRONIC TRANSMISSION OF DATA AND 
INFORMATION AND CONSULTING SERVICES RELAT- 
ED THERETO (US. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 8-31-1991; IN COMMERCE 8-31-1991. 


1,815,499. SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L-P., 
KANSAS CITY, MO, BY CHANGE OF NAME FROM US 
SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY LIMITED 
PARTNERSHIP, KANSAS CITY, MO. SN 74-151,438. 
PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 3-26-1991. 


GLOBAL SPRINTFAX 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GLOBAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR TELECOMMUNICATION SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 7-15-1991; INCOMMERCE 7-15-1991. 


1,104,943, 1,450,066, AND 


1,815,500. TELEKEY, INC., ATLANTA, GA. SN 74-222,262. 
PUB. 12-1-1992, FILED 11-18-1991. 


TELEKEY 


FOR PROVIDING ACCESS TO A TELEPHONE COM- 
MUNICATION SYSTEM BY MEANS OF A TELEPHONE 
CALLING CARD (US. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1992; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1992. 


1,815,501. NYNEX CORPORATION, NEW YORK, NY. SN 
74-287,424. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 6-19-1992. 


NYNEX ROAMSMART 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,328,449, 1,452,990, AND 
OTHERS. 

FOR TELECOMMUNICATION SERVICES (U.S. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 5-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-0-1993. 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 


1,815,502. UNITED BANK CLUB ASSOCIATION, INC., 
DBA UNITED BANK SERVICES, NORMAN, OK. SN 
74-171,569. PUB. 3-3-1992, FILED 5-30-1991. 


PRESENT VALUE 


FOR TRAVEL AGENCY SERVICES (U.S. CLS. 100 AND 
105). 


FIRST USE 9-10-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-10-1991. 


CLASS 40—MATERIAL TREATMENT 


1,815,503. MOLTEN METAL TECHNOLOGY, INC., CAM- 
BRIDGE, MA. SN 74-279,744. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 
6-1-1992. 


MMT 


FOR HAZARDOUS WASTE TREATMENT (U.S. CL. 106). 
FIRST USE 4-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1992. 


1,815,504. OSBORNE ENTERPRISES, INC., TORRANCE, 
CA. SN 74-292,327. PUB. 2-23-1993, FILED 7-9-1992. 


OSBORNE ENTERPRISES 
INCORPORATED 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “INCORPORATED”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


FOR INDUSTRIAL FLUID WASTE TREATMENT 
SERVICES (U.S. CL. 106). 


FIRST USE 4-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1992. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


1,815,505. MIRAGE STUDIOS, NORTHAMPTON, MA. SN 
74-120,558. PUB. 8-13-1991, FILED 11-30-1990. 


RAHZAR 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES IN THE NATURE 
OF MOTION PICTURES, AND MOTION PICTURE FILM 
PRODUCTION (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 3-22-1991; INCOMMERCE 3-22-1991. 


151-842 TMOG-94-21 - QL3 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 41—(Continued). 


1,815,506. AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, CHICA- 
GO, IL. SN 74-167,624. PUB. 1-12-1993, FILED 5-17-1991. 


rs 


\ | 
LIVING ce AMEMICA 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “MEDICAL ASSOCIATION”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE MARK CONSISTS OF THE WORDS “LIVING 
WELL AMERICA” AND AN EXCLAMATION POINT, 
THE DOT OF WHICH IS COMPOSED OF A SEAL WITH 
A CADUCEUS AND THE WORDS “AMERICAN MEDI- 
CAL ASSOCIATION”. 

SEC. 2(F) AS TO “AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIA- 
TION”. 

FOR EDUCATIONAL SERVICES; NAMELY, TELEVI- 
SION PROGRAMS DEALING WITH CONSUMER 
HEALTH TOPICS (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 9-8-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-8-1991. 


1,815,507. ALTIERI, JOSEPH A., BRONX, NY. SN 
74-198,466. PUB. 9-29-1992, FILED 8-26-1991. 


THE 
ETS 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, LIVE 
PERFORMANCES BY A MUSICAL GROUP (U.S. CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1991. 


Pp 


1,815,508. GYM MASTERS, INC., ALBANY, CA. SN 
74-204,856. PUB. 5-19-1992, FILED 9-19-1991. 


GMI 


FOR HEALTH CLUB AND GYMNASIUM SERVICES 
AND PHYSICAL EDUCATION AND FITNESS INSTRUC- 
TION SERVICES (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 11-0-1991; INCOMMERCE 11-0-1991. 
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CLASS 41—(Continued). 


1,815,509. SAN JOSE SHARKS, SAN JOSE, CA. SN 
74-279,782. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 6-1-1992. 


FOR OPERATION OF RECREATION PROGRAMS; 
NAMELY, STREET AND ICE HOCKEY PROGRAMS FOR 
CHILDREN, YOUTHS, AND YOUNG ADULTS (U.S. CL. 
107). 

FIRST USE 9-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1991. 


1,815,510. SAN JOSE SHARKS, SAN JOSE, CA. SN 
74-279,783. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 6-1-1992. 


FOR OPERATION OF RECREATION PROGRAMS; 
NAMELY, STREET AND ICE HOCKEY PROGRAMS FOR 
CHILDREN, YOUTHS, AND YOUNG ADULTS (U.S. CL. 
107). 

FIRST USE 9-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-1-1991. 


1,815,511. NIC & NAT’S ENTERPRISES, INC., TIBURON, 
CA. SN 74-284,327. PUB. 11-3-1992, FILED 6-15-1992. 


KIDS WORLD 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “KIDS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
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CLASS 41—(Continued). 


FOR EDUCATION AND ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; 
NAMELY, PROVIDING AN INDOOR RECREATIONAL 
AND LEARNING CENTER FOR CHILDREN (US. CL. 
107). 

FIRST USE 7-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1992. 


1,815,512. CHEERLEADER TRAINING CENTERS, INC., 
STAFFORD, TX. SN 74-318,449. PUB. 2-23-1993, FILED 
9-28-1992. 


ACROCHEER 


FOR INSTRUCTION IN THE FIELD OF CHEERLEAD- 
ING, AND DISTRIBUTION OF COURSE MATERIALS IN 
CONNECTION THEREWITH (US. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 6-2-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-30-1992. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


1,815,513. LEWIS, GEORGE M., NEW ALBANY, IN. AND 
LEWIS, BARBARA F., NEW ALBANY, IN. SN 74-133,018. 
PUB. 4-14-1992, FILED 1-24-1991. 


WS MESp > 
S 


TIDYIA 


FOR RESTAURANT SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 9-10-1991; IN COMMERCE 7-18-1992. 
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CLASS 42—(Continued). 


1,815,514. KENAN SYSTEMS CORPORATION, CAM- 
BRIDGE, MA. SN 74-142,789. PUB. 6-16-1992, FILED 
2-27-1991. 


KENAN 


FOR CONSULTING SERVICES REGARDING THE 
DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT OF COMPUTER INFOR- 
MATION SYSTEMS AND REGARDING INFORMATION 
COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 2-26-1991; IN COMMERCE 5-14-1991. 


1,815,515. POLO RALPH LAUREN CORPORATION, NEW 
YORK, NY. SN 74-179,536. PUB. 3-31-1992, FILED 
6-25-1991. 


THE POLO STORE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “STORE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL CLOTHING, PERSONAL CARE PROD- 
UCTS, FASHION ACCESSORIES AND HOME FURNISH- 
INGS STORE SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 10-1-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-1-1991. 


1,815,516. WELLNESS DEVELOPMENT, LTD., RENO, 
NV. SN 74-206,369. PUB. 5-5-1992, FILED 9-23-1991. 


METARESORT 


FOR HOTEL AND HEALTH SPA SERVICES (U.S. CL. 
100). 
FIRST USE 2-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-15-1993. 


1,815,517. ECHELON CORPORATION, PALO ALTO, CA. 
SN 74-236,401. PUB. 11-10-1992, FILED 1-9-1992. 


LONUSERS 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,535,141, 1,579,834, AND 
OTHERS. 

FOR PROVIDING TECHNICAL CONSULTING SERV- 
ICES TO USERS OF INTEGRATED CIRCUITS, ELEC- 
TRONIC CIRCUIT BOARDS, ELECTRICAL CIRCUITS 
COMPONENTS, AND COMPUTER PROGRAMS USED IN 
NETWORKS WHICH PROVIDE IDENTIFICATION, SENS- 
ING, COMMUNICATIONS AND CONTROLS (U.S. CL. 
100). 

FIRST USE 10-23-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-23-1991. 


1,815,518. CITY LINE PROPERTIES INC., BROOKLYN, 
NY. SN 74-250,723. PUB. 8-4-1992, FILED 2-28-1992. 


GRACE FUNERAL CHAPELS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FUNERAL CHAPELS”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


CLASS 42—(Continued). 


FOR FUNERAL HOME SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 3-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1991. 


1,815,519. CITY LINE PROPERTIES INC., BROOKLYN, 
NY. SN 74-250,724. PUB. 8-4-1992, FILED 2-28-1992. 


FOR FUNERAL HOME SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 3-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 3-0-1991. 


1,815,520. CHEMICAL LIME COMPANY, FORT WORTH, 
TX. SN 74-292,194. PUB. 12-8-1992, FILED 7-8-1992. 


FOR PROMOTING PUBLIC AWARENESS OF THE USE 
OF LIME IN MUNICIPAL WASTE TREATMENT (US. CL. 
100). 

FIRST USE 8-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1992. 
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CLASS 42—(Continued). 


1,815,521. REDICON CORPORATION, CANTON, OH. SN 
74-294,243. PUB. 12-15-1992, FILED 7-14-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 1,054,972 AND 1,064,153. 

FOR DESIGNING AND ENGINEERING MACHINERY 
AND PRODUCTION LINES FOR THE MANUFACTURE 
OF CONTAINERS (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1992. 


1,815,522. DANIELS, ALAN M., WAPPINGERS FALLS, 
NY. SN 74-300,270. PUB. 1-19-1993, FILED 7-30-1992. 


THE LINING SHOWN IN THE DRAWING IS A FEA- 
TURE OF THE MARK AND IS NOT INTENDED TO INDI- 
CATE COLOR. 

FOR OPERATION OF A VIDEO STORE; NAMELY, 
RENTALS AND SALES OF VIDEO CASSETTES (US. 
CLS. 100, 101 AND 107). 

FIRST USE 7-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1992. 





SUPPLEMENTAL REGISTER 
These registrations are not subject to opposition. 


SECTION 1.—INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION 


The short titles associated below with the international class numbers are terms designed merely for quick identification and 
are not an official part of the international classification. The full names of international classes are given in section 6.1 of the 


trademark rules of practice. 


The designation “U.S. Cl.” appearing in this section refers to the U.S. class in effect prior to Sep. 1, 1973 rather than the 


international class which applies to applications filed on or after that date. For adoption of international classification see notice 
in the OFFICIAL GAZETTE of Jun. 26, 1973 (911 O.G. TM 210). 


Application in more than one class 


1,815,523. CLAY-SPORT INTERNATIONAL INC., BRAGG 
CREEK, ALBERTA, CANADA. SN74-185,987. FILED 
P.R. 7-17-1991; AM. S.R. 12-7-1992. 


5-STAND SPORTING 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


FOR TARGET THROWING APPARATUS, TARGET 
SHOOTING EQUIPMENT, TARGETS AND GAME RULE 
BOOKS SOLD AS A UNIT FOR PLAYING TRAP, SKEET, 
CLAY AND TARGET SHOOTING GAMES (US. CL. 22). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1990. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


FOR ARRANGING, CONDUCTING AND INSTRUCT- 
ING TRAP, SKEET, CLAY AND TARGET SHOOTING 
COMPETITIONS, MATCHES AND TOURNAMENTS (U.S. 
CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1990. 


1,815,524. STORK SCREENS B.V., 5831 AT BOXMEER, 
NETHERLANDS. SN74-237,302. FILED P.R. 11-8-1991; 
AM. S.R. 8-31-1993. 


IMAGE 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON BENELUX 
APPLICATION NO. 763472, FILED 5-8-1991, REG. NO. 
498127, DATED 5-8-1991, EXPIRES 5-8-2001. 


CLASS 7—MACHINERY 


FOR COMPUTER-CONTROLLED ELECTRONIC 
IMAGE TRANSFERENCE MACHINES FOR THE TRANS- 
FER OF COLORED PATTERNS THAT COLLECTIVELY 
FORM TEXTILE DESIGNS (U.S. CL. 23). 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


FOR COMPUTERS, COMPUTER PROGRAMS AND PE- 
RIPHERALS FOR CREATING COMPUTER-CON- 
TROLLED ELECTRONIC IMAGE TRANSFERENCES 
FOR THE TRANSFER OF COLORED PATTERNS THAT 
COLLECTIVELY FORM TEXTILE DESIGNS (U.S. CLS. 26 
AND 38). 





SECTION 2.—INTERNATIONAL CLASSIFICATION 


The short titles associated below with the international class numbers are terms designed merely for quick identification and 
are not an official part of the international classification. The full names of international classes are given in section 6.1 of the 


trademark rules of practice. 


The designation “U.S. Cl.” appearing in this section refers to the U.S. class in effect prior to Sep. 1, 


1973 rather than the 


international class which applies to applications filed on or after that date. For adoption of international classification see notice 
in the OFFICIAL GAZETTE of Jun. 26, 1973 (911 O.G. TM 210). 


Application in one class 


CLASS 1—CHEMICALS 


1,815,525. ISHIZUKA GLASS CO., LTD. AICHI-KEN, 
JAPAN. SN74-268,553. FILED P.R. 4-23-1992; AM. S.R. 
10-5-1993. 


ION PURE 


FOR INORGANIC PRESERVATIVE USED 
MANUFACTURE OF COSMETICS (U.S. CL. 6). 
FIRST USE 4-10-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-10-1991. 


IN THE 


1,815,526. CLONETICS CORPORATION, SAN DIEGO, CA. 
SN74-341,845. FILED P.R. 12-21-1992; AM. S.R. 9-20-1993. 


MAMMARYPACK 


FOR CELL CULTURE KIT CONSISTING ESSENTIAL- 
LY OF GROWTH MEDIA, REAGENTS, AND MAMMARY 
CELLS, FOR SCIENTIFIC USE (U.S. CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 3-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 4-0-1991. 


1,815,527. CLONETICS CORPORATION, SAN DIEGO, CA. 
SN74-341,852. FILED P.R. 12-21-1992; AM. S.R. 9-20-1993. 


BRONCHIALPACK 


FOR CELL CULTURE KIT CONSISTING ESSENTIAL- 
LY OF GROWTH MEDIA, REAGENTS, AND BRONCHI- 
AL/TRACHEAL CELLS, FOR SCIENTIFIC USE (U.S. CLS. 
6 AND 18) 

FIRST USE 7-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1992 


1,815,528. FIBRE GLASS-EVERCOAT COMPANY, 
CINCINNATI, OH. SN74-364,801 
AM. S.R. 9-27-1993. 


METAL GLAZE 


INC., 
FILED P.R. 3-5-1993; 


FOR POLYESTER FINISHING AND BLENDING PUTTY 
FOR AUTOMOTIVE BODY REPAIR (U.S. CL. 16). 
FIRST USE 1-0-1993; IN COMMERCE 1-0-1993. 
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CLASS 5—PHARMACEUTICALS 


1,815,529. REESE CHEMICAL COMPANY, THE, CLEVE- 
LAND, OH. SN74-333,338. FILED P.R. 11-23-1992; AM. 
S.R. 8-27-1993. 


PREFERRED 
PHARMACEUTICALS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “PHARMACEUTICALS”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN 

FOR HOUSEMARK FOR OVER THE COUNTER PHAR- 
MACEUTICALS (U.S. CL. 18). 

FIRST USE 12-0-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-0-1992. 


1,815,530. ACE INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY, SHREVEPORT, 
LA. SN74-394,063. FILED P.R. 5-24-1993; AM. S.R. 
10-5-1993. 


ST@P 
@DQR! 


FOR ALL PURPOSE, WATER SOLUBLE, DEODORIZ- 
ER AND ODOR NEUTRALIZER IN POWDER AND 
SPRAY FORM (U.S. CL. 6). 

FIRST USE 4-15-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1993. 
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CLASS 5—(Continued). 


1,815,531. 


PANY, WILMINGTON, DE. 
6-29-1993. 


SN74-408,063. FILED 


PREVENTIVE NUTRITION 


FOR VITAMINS AND MINERAL SUPPLEMENTS (U.S. 
CL. 18). 


FIRST USE 7-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1992. 


CLASS 8—HAND TOOLS 


1,815,532. WOLFF INDUSTRIES, INC., SPARTANBURG, 
SC. SN74-325,724. FILED P.R. 10-26-1992; AM. S.R. 
9-28-1993. 


ERGONOMIX 


FOR SCISSORS (U.S. CL. 23). 
FIRST USE 6-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1992. 


CLASS 9—ELECTRICAL AND SCIENTIFIC 
APPARATUS 


1,815,533. INTERACTIVE INC., HUMBOLDT, SD. 
SN74-298,346. FILED P.R. 7-27-1992; AM. S.R. 11-1-1993. 


INTERACTIVE SERVER 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE PROGRAM FOR USE IN 
CONNECTION WITH DIRECTORY AND NETWORK 
COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN PERSONAL COMPUT- 
ERS (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1991. 


1,815,534. ELECTRONIC SPEECH SYSTEMS, INC., FRE- 
MONT, CA. SN74-318,494. FILED P.R. 9-28-1992; AM. 
S.R. 8-30-1993. 


AUDIODRIVE 


FOR SEMICONDUCTORS (US. CLS. 21, 26 AND 38). 
FIRST USE 8-11-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-20-1993. 


GENERAL NUTRITION INVESTMENT COM- 
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1,815,535. ORANGE COMMUNICATIONS, INC., SPRING 
PARK, MN. SN74-330,372. FILED P.R. 11-12-1992; AM. 
S.R. 9-27-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE THE DESIGN OF THE PAY TELEPHONE, APART 
FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

THE MARK IS THE VERTICAL RED, WHITE, AND 
BLUE COLORED STRIPES OF PAY TELEPHONES. THE 
COLORS RED, WHITE, AND BLUE ARE PART OF THE 
MARK. THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS 
RED, WHITE, AND BLUE. 

THE DOTTED LINES REPRESENT PLACEMENT OF 
THE MARK AND ARE NOT PART OF THE MARK 
ITSELF. 

FOR COIN OPERATED PAY TELEPHONES AND 
CREDIT CARD OPERATED PAY TELEPHONES (U.S. CL. 
23). 

FIRST USE 4-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1992. 


1,815,536. INTEGRATED DECISION SUPPORT CORPO- 
RATION, PLANO, TX. SN74-385,042. FILED P.R. 
4-30-1993; AM. S.R. 10-6-1993. 


EXPERT CONSOLIDATION 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE IN A LOAD 
CONSOLIDATION TOOL IN THE FIELD OF TRANSPOR- 
TATION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 7-15-1989; IN COMMERCE 7-15-1989. 


1,815,537. INTEGRATED DECISION SUPPORT CORPO- 
RATION, PLANO, TX. SN74-385,043. FILED P.R. 
4-30-1993; AM. S.R. 10-6-1993. 


EXPERT SWAP 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE USED AS A LOAD 
SWAP (EXCHANGE) ANALYSIS TOOL FOR USE IN THE 
FIELD OF TRANSPORTATION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 8-15-1990; IN COMMERCE 8-15-1990. 
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CLASS 9—(Continued). 


1,815,538. INTEGRATED DECISION SUPPORT CORPO- 
RATION, PLANO, TX. SN74-385,044. FILED P.R. 
4-30-1993; AM. S.R. 10-6-1993. 


EXPERT FUEL 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE USED AS A FUELING 
NETWORK ACTIVITY ANALYSIS TOOL FOR USE IN 
THE FIELD OF TRANSPORTATION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 4-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-15-1992. 


1,815,539. INTEGRATED DECISION SUPPORT CORPO- 
RATION, PLANO, TX. SN74-385,045. FILED P.R. 
4-30-1993; AM. S.R. 10-6-1993 


EXPERT FORECASTING 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE FOR USE AS A FORE- 
CASTING SYSTEM IN THE FIELD OF TRANSPORTA- 
TION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 11-15-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-15-1992. 


1,815,540. INTEGRATED DECISION SUPPORT CORPO- 
RATION, PLANO, TX. SN74-409,208. FILED P.R 
7-6-1993; AM. S.R. 10-6-1993 


EXPERT PLAN 


FOR COMPUTER SOFTWARE USED AS AN OPTIMAL 
FLEET OPERATION MODELING TOOL FOR USE IN 
THE FIELD OF TRANSPORTATION (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 8-15-1991; INCOMMERCE 8-15-1991. 


CLASS 10—MEDICAL APPARATUS 


1,815,541. CR. BARD, INC. MURRAY HILL, NJ. 
SN74-256,108. FILED P.R. 3-16-1992; AM. S.R. 9-14-1993. 


POST-OP 


FOR MEDICAL AUTOTRANSFUSION KIT COMPRISED 
PRIMARILY OF A CONTAINER, FILTER, FILTER CLIP, 
CONNECTORS, HANGER, SUCTION CONTROL 
MODULE, VALVE, TUBING, DRAIN, AND TROCAR, 
AND ACCESSORIES THEREFOR (U.S. CL. 44). 

FIRST USE 12-19-1989; IN COMMERCE 12-19-1989. 
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CLASS 12—VEHICLES 


1,815,542. GOLD GLASS GROUP CORPORATION, HEMP- 
STEAD, NY. SN74-365,411. FILED P.R. 3-8-1993; AM. 
S.R. 10-4-1993 


INTERLOCK 


FOR MOLDING FOR AUTO WINDSHIELD AND REAR 
WINDOW (USS. CL. 19). 
FIRST USE 1-28-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-28-1993. 


CLASS 16—PAPER GOODS AND PRINTED 
MATTER 


1,815,543. BICKEL, BRANDEN E., SAN FRANCISCO, CA, 
ASSIGNEE OF BICKEL & COLEMAN, SAN FRANCIS- 
CO, CA. SN74-245,992. FILED P.R. 2-13-1992; AM. S.R. 
1-22-1993. 


THE CONDOMINIUM 
BLUEBOOK 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BLUEBOOK”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR GUIDE BOOK CONTAINING RULES AND PRO- 
CEDURES FOR HOME OWNER ASSOCIATIONS (US. CL. 
38). 

FIRST USE 1-0-1992; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1992. 


1,815,544. PARKHURST PRODUCTS INC., DON MILLS, 
ONTARIO, M3B 2A4, CANADA. SN74-249,425. FILED 
P.R. 2-25-1992; AM. S.R. 10-20-1993. 


PARKHURST 


FOR HOCKEY TRADING CARDS (U.S. CLS. 22 AND 
38). 
FIRST USE 9-19-1991; IN COMMERCE 12-23-1991. 


1,815,545. RECYCLED PAPER PRODUCTS, INC., CHICA- 
GO, IL. SN74-287,056. FILED P.R. 6-22-1992; AM. S.R. 
6-23-1993. 


RECYCLED PAPER 
CREETINGS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RECYCLED PAPER”, APART FROM THE MARK 
AS SHOWN. 

FOR GREETING CARDS (USS. CL. 37). 

FIRST USE 1-27-1993; INCOMMERCE 1-27-1993. 
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CLASS 16—(Continued). 


1,815,546. BOSTON RUNNING NEWS, INC., DBA NEW 
ENGLAND SPORT'S PUBLICATIONS, WALTHAM, MA. 
SN74-312,137. FILED P.R. 9-9-1992; AM. S.R. 6-14-1993. 


NEW ENGLAND SPORT 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SPORT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR REGIONAL MAGAZINE DEVOTED TO SPORTS, 
ATHLETIC EVENTS, PLAYERS AND PARTICIPANTS 
(U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 2-5-1993; IN COMMERCE 2-5-1993. 


1,815,547. AMOS PRESS, INC., SIDNEY, OH. SN74-375,431. 
FILED P.R. 4-5-1993; AM. S.R. 10-4-1993. 


COLLECTIBLE TRUCKS 


FOR MAGAZINES DEALING WITH TRUCKS (U.S. CL. 
38). 


FIRST USE 0-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1991. 


1,815,548. SCALAMANDRE SILKS, INC., DBA SCALA- 
MANDRE, LONG ISLAND CITY, NY. SN74-406,802. 
FILED P.R. 6-28-1993; AM. S.R. 10-14-1993. 


HAND ART 


FOR CATALOG FEATURING TIEBACKS, CHAIR TIES, 
ROSETTES, TASSELS AND MOLD FRINGES ALL FOR 
DRAPERIES (U.S. CL. 38). 

FIRST USE 4-29-1993; IN COMMERCE 4-29-1993. 


CLASS 19—NON-METALLIC BUILDING 
MATERIALS 


1,815,549. CRAVO EQUIPMENT LTD., BRANTFORD, ON- 
TARIO, N3T 5L4, CANADA. SN74-342,526. FILED P.R. 
12-21-1992; AM. S.R. 9-24-1993. 


RETRACT-A-ROOF 


FOR RETRACTABLE CURTAINS OF FABRIC OVER 
METAL FRAMES FOR ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL OF 
SUNLIGHT TO BE CONSTRUCTED AS GREEN HOUSES 
AND SWIMMING POOL ENCLOSURES FOR AGRICUL- 
TURAL, HORTICULTURAL OR RECREATIONAL USES 
(U.S. CLS. 12 AND 42). 

FIRST USE 9-8-1993; IN COMMERCE 9-17-1993. 
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CLASS 20—FURNITURE AND ARTICLES NOT 
OTHERWISE CLASSIFIED 


1,815,550. BROOKS FURNITURE MFG., INC., TAZE- 
WELL, TN. SN74-263,309. FILED P.R. 4-6-1992; AM. S.R. 
9-2-1993. 


THE GLIDER ROCKER 
PEOPLE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GLIDER ROCKER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR FURNITURE (U.S. CL. 32). 

FIRST USE 2-19-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-19-1992. 


1,815,551. CLAIRSON INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, 
LOUISVILLE, KY. SN74-348,720. FILED P.R. 1-15-1993; 
AM. S.R. 10-8-1993. 


SHELF N’ HOOKS 


FOR HOUSEHOLD SHELF WITH HANGING HOOKS 
(U.S. CL. 32). 
FIRST USE ‘1-12-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-12-1992. 


CLASS 24—FABRICS 


1,815,552. BIBB COMPANY, THE, MACON, GA. 
SN74-270,870. FILED P.R. 4-29-1992; AM. S.R. 9-22-1993. 


DENIM LITE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DENIM”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR DENIM FABRIC FOR THE MANUFACTURE OF 
CLOTHING (U.S. CL. 42). 

FIRST USE 4-6-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-21-1992. 


CLASS 25—CLOTHING 


1,815,553. NA NA TRADING CO., INC., SANTA MONICA, 
CA. SN74-205,385. FILED P.R. 9-20-1991; AM. S.R. 
6-11-1993. 


WELTWARE 


FOR SHOES, BOOTS, SANDALS, SOCKS, PANTS, 
SLACKS, SHIRTS, BLOUSES, BELTS, SUSPENDERS, 
BRACES, JACKETS, VESTS, SKIRTS, DRESSES, 
SCARVES, BOXER SHORTS, OVERALLS, OVERCOATS, 
AND ACCESSORIES (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 7-13-1992; IN COMMERCE 7-13-1992. 
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CLASS 25—(Continued). 


1,815,554. COLBERTS, INC., DALLAS, TX. SN74-246,182. 
FILED P.R. 2-12-1992; AM. S.R. 6-17-1993 


BRITE TOGS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TOGS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR CHILDREN’S CLOTHING; NAMELY, SWEATERS, 
PANTS, SHORTS, SKIRTS, BLOUSES, JACKETS, TOPS, 
SLACKS, JEANS, SHIRTS, SWEATSHIRTS, SWEAT- 
PANTS, BOTTOMS, VESTS, COATS, T-SHIRTS, RAIN- 
COATS, TIGHTS, CULOTTES, JUMPERS AND JUMP- 
SUITS, EXCLUDING HOSIERY, SLIPPERS, PANTIES 
AND OTHER UNDERGARMENTS (U.S. CL. 39). 

FIRST USE 2-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 2-0-1992. 


1,815,555. BRITCHES OF GEORGETOWNE, INC., HERN- 
DON, VA. SN74-318,862. FILED P.R. 9-30-1992; AM. S.R. 
10-14-1993. 


BARRETT GROUP 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “GROUP”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 


FOR SUITS, TUXEDOS, SPORTCOATS AND TROUSERS 
(U.S. CL. 39). 


FIRST USE 9-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1991. 


CLASS 28—TOYS AND SPORTING GOODS 


1,815,556. KALIN FARMS, DBA KALIN COMPANY, 
BRAWLEY, CA. SN74-340,662. FILED P.R. 12-16-1992; 
AM. S.R. 8-26-1993. 


TUBE KRAW 


FOR ARTIFICIAL FISHING LURES AND FISHER 
TACKLE (U.S. CL. 22). 


FIRST USE 8-31-1992; INCOMMERCE 8-31-1992. 
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CLASS 29—MEATS AND PROCESSED FOODS 


1,815,557. AMERICAN FOODS GROUP, GREEN BAY, WI. 
SN74-198,532. FILED P.R. 8-27-1991; AM. S.R. 10-4-1993. 


pite’* 


asty¥ 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “LITE & TASTY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 


SHOWN. 


FOR MEAT PRODUCTS; NAMELY, BACON AND HAM 
(U.S. CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 6-24-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-24-1991. 


1,815,558. NATIONAL SEA PRODUCTS INCORPORAT- 
ED, PORTSMOUTH, NH. SN74-322,985. FILED P.R. 
10-15-1992; AM. S.R. 2-19-1993. 


TAMPA BAY 


FOR BREADED SHRIMP (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 3-10-1992; INCOMMERCE 3-10-1992. 


1,815,559. OLD FASHIONED ENTERPRISES, 
OMAHA, NE. SN74-346,280. FILED P.R. 
S.R. 9-20-1993. 


INC., 
1-7-1993; AM. 


KITCHEN TOSSED SALADS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “TOSSED SALADS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR SALADS, EXCEPT MACARONI, 
PASTA SALADS (USS. CL. 46). 

FIRST USE 10-18-1991; INCOMMERCE 10-18-1991. 


RICE, AND 


1,815,560. BIG VALLEY MARKETING CORPORATION, 
AKA BIG VALLEY CORP., FREMONT, CA. 
SN74-347,499. FILED P.R. 1-11-1993; AM. S.R. 8-20-1993. 


CUP-A-FRUIT 


FOR FROZEN FRUIT DISTRIBUTED IN A DISPOS- 
ABLE CONTAINER (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 7-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1993. 
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1,815,561. GRANDE CHEESE COMPANY, BROWNS- _1,815,564. DENNY’S, INC., SPARTANBURG, Sc. 


VILLE, WI. SN74-384,441. FILED P.R. 4-27-1993; AM. SN74-367,424. FILED P.R. 3-12-1993; AM. S.R. 9-10-1993. 
S.R. 10-12-1993. 


TRULY DELECTABLE 


FOR PASTRY AND CONFECTIONERY; NAMELY, PIES, 
CHEESECAKES AND CAKES (U.S. CL. 46). 
IG FIRST USE 9-21-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-21-1992. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,462,428. 1,815,565. DENNY'S, INC., SPARTANBURG, SC. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO SN74-367,425. FILED P.R. 3-12-1993; AM. S.R. 9-10-1993. 
USE “PARMIGIANO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 
THE ENGLISH TRANSLATION OF THE ITALIAN 
WORD “PARMIGIANO” IN THE MARK IS “PARMESAN”. 
FOR PARMESAN CHEESE (U.S. CL. 46). 
FIRST USE 11-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 11-1-1991. 


FOR PASTRY AND CONFECTIONERY; NAMELY, PIES, 
CLASS 30—STAPLE FOODS CHEESECAKES AND CAKES (U.S. CL. 46). 


FIRST USE 9-21-1992; IN COMMERCE 9-21-1992. 
1,815,562. HEALTH VALLEY NATURAL FOODS, INC., 


DBA HEALTH VALLEY FOODS, INC., IRWINDALE, 
CA. SN74-287,590. FILED P.R. 6-23-1992; AM. S.R. 


CLASS 31—NATURAL AGRICULTURAL 
PRODUCTS 


HEALTHY FRUIT CENTERS 


1,815,566. AGRIMAX, INC., PLYMOUTH, MN. 
SN74-286,429. FILED P.R. 6-19-1992; AM. S.R. 10-1-1993. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,693,791. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “FRUIT CENTERS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 


SHOWN. 
FOR COOKIES (U.S. CL. 46). FRESCHE 


FIRST USE 4-27-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-27-1992. OB, / ee 


1,815,563. WEETABIX COMPANY, INC., THE, CLINTON, 
MA. SN74-312,930. FILED P.R. 9-10-1992; AM. S.R. FOR FRESH CUT FLOWERS (USS. CL. 1). 
9-13-1993. FIRST USE 5-14-1992; IN COMMERCE 5-14-1992. 


Hi | h CLASS 32—LIGHT BEVERAGES 
1,815,567. COMMONWEALTH BREWERY LIMITED, 


NASSAU, BAHAMAS. SN74-233,967. FILED P:R. 
Nutrition Oe al 


OWNER OF BAHAMAS REG. NO. 12179, DATED 
FOR BREAKFAST CEREAL (US. CL. 46). 10-3-1986, EXPIRES 10-3-2000. 
FIRST USE 8-23-1993; IN COMMERCE 8-23-1993. FOR BEER (U.S. CL. 48). 
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CLASS 35—ADVERTISING AND BUSINESS 


1,815,568. RD PUBLICATIONS, INC., NEW YORK, NY. 
SN74-386,114. FILED P.R. 4-29-1993; AM. S.R. 9-27-1993. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “HEALTH CLUB MARKETING”, APART FROM THE 
MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR PROMOTING THE GOODS AND SERVICES OF 
OTHERS BY ARRANGING FOR SPONSORS TO AFFILI- 
ATE THEIR GOODS AND SERVICES WITH HEALTH 
CLUBS AND DISSEMINATING ADVERTISING MATTER 
(U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 4-28-1992; IN COMMERCE 4-28-1992. 


CLASS 36—INSURANCE AND FINANCIAL 


1,815,569. SEASIDE TOWN CENTER, PORTLAND, OR. 
SN74-297,506. FILED P.R. 7-21-1992; AM. S.R. 9-10-1993. 


CAROUSEL-IN-THE-MALL 


FOR LEASING OF SHOPPING MALL SPACE TO 
RETAIL MERCHANTS, WHICH INCLUDES A CAROU- 
SEL AS A FOCAL CENTER (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 12-3-1992; INCOMMERCE 12-3-1992. 


1,815,570. ADVENTURERS ENTERPRISES, INC., RA- 
LEIGH, NC. SN74-302,914. FILED P.R. 8-10-1992; AM. 
S.R. 9-23-1993. 


RENTAL REFERRAL PRO, 
USA 


FOR RESIDENTIAL HOUSING RENTAL REFERRAL 
LISTING AND LOCATING SERVICE (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 8-15-1991; IN COMMERCE 8-15-1991. 
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1,815,571. BANKAMERICA CORPORATION, SAN FRAN- 
CISCO, CA. SN74-304,488. FILED P.R. 8-17-1992; AM. 
S.R. 10-5-1993. 


ACCOUNT-BY-PHONE 


FOR BANKING SERVICES (U.S. CL. 102). 
FIRST USE 12-2-1991; IN COMMERCE 12-2-1991. 


1,815,572. TRUSTEES OF THE SESSIONS GROUP, THE, 
COLUMBUS, OH. SN74-392,075. FILED P.R. 5-19-1993; 
AM. S.R. 9-30-1993. 


FIRST OMAHA SHORT/ 
INTERMEDIATE FIXED 
INCOME FUND 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,744,126. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SHORT/INTERMEDIATE FIXED INCOME FUND”, 
APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR FINANCIAL AND INVESTMENT MANAGEMENT 
SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF MUTUAL FUNDS (US. 
CLS. 101 AND 102). 

FIRST USE 12-3-1991; INCOMMERCE 12-3-1991. 


CLASS 37—CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR 


1,815,573. SERVICE TODAY, INC., KANSAS CITY, MO. 
SN74-322,884. FILED P.R. 10-16-1992; AM. S.R. 9-27-1993. 


SERVICE TODAY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “SERVICE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR MAINTENANCE AND REPAIR OF HOUSEHOLD 
APPLIANCES, HEATING AND AIR CONDITIONING (U.S. 
CL. 103). 

FIRST USE 11-0-1987; IN COMMERCE 11-0-1987. 


CLASS 38—COMMUNICATION 


1,815,574. 800 IDEAS, INC., SAN DIEGO, CA. SN74-393,973. 
FILED P.R. 5-24-1993; AM. S.R. 9-23-1993. 


1-800-LOW RATE 


FOR TOLL FREE TELEPHONE LINE ROUTING AND 
CALL CONNECTING SERVICES FOR MORTGAGE 
BANKERS (U.S. CL. 104). 

FIRST USE 6-0-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-0-1992. 
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CLASS 39—TRANSPORTATION AND 
STORAGE 


1,815,575. GRAND CANYON RAILWAY, INC., WIL- 
LIAMS, AZ. SN74-337,877. FILED P.R. 12-7-1992; AM. 
S.R. 9-2-1993. 


GRAND CANYON RAILWAY 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,606,769. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “RAILWAY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR RAILWAY TRANSPORTATION SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 105). 

FIRST USE 10-0-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-0-1991. 


CLASS 41—EDUCATION AND 
ENTERTAINMENT 


1,815,576. VIVIANNA PRODUCTIONS, EL DORADO 
HILLS, CA. SN74-217,440. FILED P.R. 10-31-1991; AM. 
S.R. 9-16-1993. 


AMERICA’S MOTHER - 
DAUGHTER 


FOR ENTERTAINMENT SERVICES; NAMELY, THE 
ARRANGING, ORGANIZING AND CONDUCTING OF 
BEAUTY PAGEANTS (U.S. CL. 107). 

FIRST USE 11-9-1992; IN COMMERCE 11-9-1992. 


1,815,577. LEE HUNT ASSOCIATES, INC., NEW YORK, 
NY. SN74-363,009. FILED P.R. 2-23-1993; AM. S.R. 
8-27-1993. 


SOHO PICTURES 


FOR VIDEO AND FILM PRODUCTION SERVICES (U.S. 
CL. 107). 
FIRST USE 5-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 5-1-1993. 


CLASS 42—MISCELLANEOUS SERVICES 


1,815,578. PACE COMMUNICATIONS, INC., GREENS- 
BORO, NC. SN74-216,233. FILED P.R. 10-25-1991; AM. 
S.R. 3-3-1993. 


EXCLUSIVELY WEDDINGS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “WEDDINGS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL MAIL ORDER SERVICES IN THE FIELD 
OF BRIDAL PRODUCTS (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 1-1-1992; INCOMMERCE 1-1-1992. 
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1,815,579. PEERLESS CARPET CORPORATION, MON- 
TREAL, QUEBEC, CANADA. SN74-252,880. FILED P.R. 
3-5-1992; AM. S.R. 9-21-1992. 


BARRYMORE 


OWNER OF CANADA REG. NO. TMA169,666, DATED 
6-9-1970, EXPIRES 6-9-2000. 

FOR WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF RUGS, CARPETS AND FLOOR COVER- 
INGS; WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTORSHIP SERVICES IN 
THE FIELD OF RUGS, CARPETS AND FLOOR COVER- 
INGS (U.S. CL. 101). 


1,815,580. SMITHKLINE BEECHAM CORPORATION, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. SN74-263,401. FILED P.R. 
4-7-1992; AM. S.R. 12-23-1992. 


BE A VOLUNTEER FOR 
KIDS IN NEED 


FOR PROMOTING THE PUBLIC AWARENESS OF THE 
NEED FOR VOLUNTEERS BY ORGANIZATIONS FOR 
CHILDREN (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 10-4-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-4-1992. 


1,815,581. NORM THOMPSON OUTFITTERS, INC., PORT- 
LAND, OR. SN74-284,866. FILED P.R. 6-12-1992; AM. 
S.R. 7-23-1993. 


OREGON MAIL ORDER 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “OREGON”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
CLOTHING, SPORTING GOODS, GIFTS, PERSONAL- 
CARE ITEMS, HOUSEHOLD GOODS AND GENERAL 
MERCHANDISE (U.S. CL. 101). 

FIRST USE 10-7-1992; IN COMMERCE 10-7-1992. 


1,815,582. LOWCOUNTRY HOSPITALITY, INC., 
CHARLESTON, SC. SN74-303,874. FILED P.R. 8-12-1992; 
AM. S.R. 8-16-1993. 


CHARMING INNS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INNS”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR HOTEL SERVICES (U.S. CL. 100). 

FIRST USE 8-1-1992; IN COMMERCE 8-1-1992. 
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CLASS 42—(Continued). CLASS 42—(Continued). 


DBA CD WAREHOUSE, _1,815,585. PARTY CITY CORPORATION, PARSIPPANY, 


1,815,583. KANE, MARK, 
12-21-1992; AM. S.R. 


DALLAS, TX. SN74-337,309. FILED P.R. 12-7-1992; AM. NJ. SN74-342,519. FILED P.R. 
S.R. 8-31-1993. 8-9-1993. 


CD WAREHOUSE 
HALLOWEEN COSTUME 


WAREHOUSE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “CD”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN THE FIELD OF 
AUDIO DISCS (U.S. CL. 101). 


FIRST USE 7-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1990. 
NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “WAREHOUSE”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 
FOR RETAIL STORE SERVICES IN CONNECTION 
WITH COSTUMES AND PARTY SUPPLIES (U.S. CL. 101). 
FIRST USE 9-0-1988; IN COMMERCE 9-0-1990. 
1,815,584. RUTH U. FERTEL, INC., NEW ORLEANS, LA. 
SN74-337,315. FILED P.R. 12-7-1992; AM. S.R. 10-12-1993. 


1,815,586. SQUIRES, ROBERT M., DBA THE R. M. 
SQUIRES COMPANY, MCCLELLANVILLE, SC. 
SN74-358,922. FILED P.R. 2-16-1993; AM. S.R. 9-20-1993. 


SCATTERING AT SEA 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,164,124. 
FOR RESTAURANT AND LOUNGE SERVICES (U.S. FOR FUNERAL HOME AND CREMATION SERVICES 


CL. 100). (U.S. CL. 100). 
FIRST USE 7-1-1976; IN COMMERCE 7-1-1976. FIRST USE 6-1-1993; IN COMMERCE 6-1-1993. 


. . 
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94,023. 


94,581. 


94,638. 


94,999. 


305,870. 


306,254. 


307,304. 


307,440. 


308,608. 


309,862. 


311,264. 


$72,712. 


574,330. 


577,190. 


577,839. 


578,635. 


579,085. 


580,296. 


580,651. 


580,657. 


580,811. 


$80,982. 


580,990. 


581,002. 


581,074. 


581,189. 


581,474. 


581,646. 


582,247. 


582,691. 


CHURNGOLD. USS. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 29). REG. 


10-28-1913. 


ARGO (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 29). 


REG. 12-23-1913. 


HOUGHTON’S (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 15. (INT. 


CL. 4). REG. 12-23-1913. 


KOHLER. U.S. CL. 13. (INT. CL. 11). 
1-20-1914. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. CL. 48. (INT. 


CL. 32). REG. 8-29-1933. 


TATTOO (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 51. (INT. CL. 3). 


REG. 9-12-1933. 


WILLIAMS & HUMBERT (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 


47. (INT. CL. 33). REG. 10-24-1933. 


FIDALGO. U.S. CL. 47. (INT. CL. 33). REG. 


10-24-1933. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. CL. 39. (INT. 


CL. 25). REG. 12-12-1933. 


PIKES PEAK AND DESIGN. USS. CL. 46. (INT. 


CL. 30). REG. 2-6-1934. 


FLAME-GLO. U.S. CL. 6. (INT. CL. 3). REG. 


3-20-1934. 


SOFT TOUCH AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 52. (INT. 


CL. 3). REG. 3-31-1953. 


ERIE (BLOCK FORM). U.S. CL. 21. (INT. CL. 9). 


REG. 5-12-1953. 


SCHRAMM. U.S. CL. 23. 
7-14-1953. 


(INT. CL. 7). 


“CYCLO” (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 23. (INT. CL. 


12). REG. 7-28-1953. 


VERTAN. US. CL. 6. 
8-11-1953. 


CT. cL. 


DESMOCOLL (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 5. (INT. CL. 


1). REG. 8-25-1953. 


XEROX (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 52. (INT. CL. 3). 


REG. 9-22-1953. 


JAMES KEILLER AND SON’S AND DESIGN. 
10-6-1953. 
BABY MAGIC. U.S. CL. 51. (INT. CL. 3). REG. 


U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 29). REG. 


10-6-1953. 


CENTURY. U.S. CL. 6. 
10-6-1953. 


(INT. CL. 1). 


FLAV-O-RIBBON. U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 30). 


REG. 10-13-1953. 


ROYAL DOULTON (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 30. 


(INT. CL. 21). REG. 10-13-1953. 


QUAKER AND DESIGN. USS. CL. 42. (INT. CL. 


24). REG. 10-13-1953. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. CL. 46. (INT. 


CL. 29). REG. 10-13-1953. 


ROLL RITE (BLOCK FORM). U.S. CL. 17. (INT. 


CL. 34). REG. 10-20-1953. 


WOOSTER. U.S. CL. 29. (INT. CL. 16). 
10-27-1953. 


MOTHER'S AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 


29). REG. 10-27-1953. 


CURTIS. U.S. CL. 23. 
11-10-1953. 


(INT. CL. 7). 


SANI-HANKS (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 37. (INT. 


CL. 16). REG. 11-24-1953. 


REG. 


REG. 


REG. 


REG. 


REG. 


REG. 


583,097. 


583,116. 
584,561. 


584,880. 


585,488. 


585,489. 


586,881. 


934,690. 


946,547. 


952,943. 


958,405. 


958,899. 


960,073. 


961,119. 


962,060. 


962,564. 


962,883. 


963,915. 


964,099. 


965,080. 


965,435. 


966,737. 
967,343. 


967,388. 


967,931. 


968,022. 


968,064. 


968,664. 


JACK PURCELL (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 39. (INT. 
CL. 25). REG. 12-1-1953. 


WITHDRAWN. 


RED GIANT AND DESIGN. US. CL. 15. (INT. 
CL. 4). REG. 1-12-1954. 


VITANORM (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 44. (INT. CL. 
10). REG. 1-19-1954. 


QUIKGO (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 52. (INT. CL. 3). 
REG. 2-9-1954. 


SOGO (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 52. (INT. CL. 3). 
REG. 2-9-1954. 


VO HURO AND DESIGN. USS. CL. 1. (INT. CL. 
19). REG. 3-16-1954. 


TN (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 
REG. 5-23-1972. 


MULTIFOAM (STYLIZED). U.S. CLS. 1, 12 AND 
35. (INT. CL. 17). REG. 11-7-1972. 


SWEET ADELINES,INC.. U.S. CL. 200. REG. 
2-6-1973. 


COALDET. US. CL. 9. 
5-8-1973. 


TRIDON AND DESIGN. US. CL. 21. (INT. CL. 9). 
REG. 5-15-1973. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. CL. 101. (INT. 
CL. 42). REG. 5-29-1973. 


BUY-WORDS FROM CAROLYN DAVIS AND 
DESIGN. U.S. CL. 101. (INT. CL. 35). REG. 
6-12-1973. 


CROSSWORD VARIETIES. U.S. CL. 38. (INT. CL. 
16). REG. 6-26-1973. 


READ-RITE. U.S. CL. 21. (INT. CL. 
7-3-1973. 


FATIGUE BONES. U.S. CL. 42. (INT. CL. 24). 
REG. 7-3-1973. 


VICKERS. U.S. CL. 1S ONLY. (INT. CL. 4). REG. 
7-17-1973. 


FLESH AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 22. (INT. CL. 28). 
REG. 7-17-1973. 


AS AND DESIGN. U.S. CLS. 23 AND 26. (INT. 
CLS. 7 AND 9). REG. 7-31-1973. 

VARIOSTOP. U.S. CL. 21. (INT. CL. 9). REG. 
8-7-1973. 

WITHDRAWN. 

RENAISSANCE. U.S. CL. 12. (INT. CL. 19). REG. 
9-4-1973. 


PI AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 
REG. 9-4-1973. 


CIBRO. U.S. CLS. 6, 15 AND 105. (INT. CLS. 1, 4 
AND 39). REG. 9-11-1973. 


BOMBARDIER. U.S. CL. 19. (INT. CL. 12). REG. 
9-11-1973. 


HORNBY. U.S. CL. 22. 
9-11-1973. 


GAKKEN. U.S. CL. 38. (INT. CL. 
9-18-1973. 


105. (INT. CL. 39). 


(INT. CL. 13). REG. 


11). REG. 


19. (INT. CL. 12). 


(INT. CL. 28). REG. 


16). REG. 
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968,945 


969,380. 


969,642. 


969,727. 


969,748 


969,961. 


970,167 


970,192 


970,291 


970,316. 


970,435 


970,452 


970,492 


970,542 


970,586. 


970,660 


970,670. 


970,695 


970,741 


970,745 


970,813 


970,853 


970,885 


971,031. 


971,108 


971,128 


971,400. 


971,476 


971,505 


971,745 


971,988 


972,009. 


972,043 


972,089. 


972,132 


TASTES LIKE A FRESH APPLE. USS. CL. 46. 
(INT. CLS. 29, 30, 32 AND 33). REG. 9-18-1973. 

H.W.D. FIRST FEDERAL’S HARD WORKING 
DOLLAR AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 102. (INT. 
CL. 36). REG. 9-25-1973 

PURVIANCE. U.S. CL. 36. (INT. CL. 9). REG. 
10-2-1973. 

CAL-WEST AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 
31). REG. 10-2-1973. 

AMERICAN AND DESIGN. US. CL. 46. (INT. 
CL. 30). REG. 10-2-1973 

LAN-GARD. US. CL. 7 
10-9-1973 

FECALYZER. U.S. CL. 26. (INT. CL. 9). 
10-9-1973. 

LESLIE-LOCKE. U.S. CL. 34. (INT. CL. 11). REG. 
10-9-1973. 

COUNTRY SKILLET 
REG. 10-9-1973 

LA PLAZA VIEJA. U.S. CL. 47. (INT. CL. 33). 
REG. 10-9-1973 

BRIDGE COTE. U.S. CL 
10-9-1973 

SUPERSTAR. U.S. CL. 1 
10-16-1973 

CAPMUL. US. CL. 6. 
10-16-1973. 

ULTRA-HIDE. U.S. CL. 
10-16-1973. 

SWINGER. U.S. CL. 19 
10-16-1973. 

MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. CL. 22. (INT. 
CL. 28). REG. 10-16-1973 

REDDI-WRAPPER. U.S. CL. 23 
REG. 10-16-1973 

ROOTS. US. CL. 2. 
10-16-1973. 

NV AND DESIGN. USS. CL. 34. (INT. CL. 11). 
REG. 10-16-1973 

POLYFLUX. U.S. CL. 34 
10-16-1973. 

SWEET-ORR. U.S. CL. 39. (INT. CL. 25). REG. 
10-16-1973. 

SAF-T-BLEND. U.S. CL. 44. (INT. CL. 25). REG. 
10-16-1973. 

AUMISH MAID. U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 30). REG 
10-16-1973. 

SCALECHEK. US. CL 
10-16-1973 

HONEYWOOD AND DESIGN. USS. CLS. 4, 6 
AND 52 ONLY. (INT. CLS. | AND 3). REG. 
10-23-1973 

DEEP CRYSTAL. U.S. CL. 6. (INT. CL. 1). REG. 
10-23-1973 

MAIDENFORM. U.S. CL. 39. (INT. CL. 25). REG. 
10-23-1973. 

PARAGON. US. CL. 46. 
10-23-1973. 


COOKING COMPANION. US. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 
30). REG. 10-23-1973. 

HEXABOND. U.S. CL. 
10-30-1973 

PROMISE. U.S. CL. 46. 
10-30-1973. 

PERFECT TOUCH. US. CL. 51. 
REG. 10-30-1973. 

MY-T-ACID. U.S. CL. 
10-30-1973. 

WELDCOA AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 
CL. 37). REG. 10-30-1973. 


VALU TIME AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 2. (INT. CL. 
16). REG. 11-6-1973. 


(INT. CL. 22). REG. 


REG. 


U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 29). 


16. (INT. CL. 2). REG. 
(INT. CL. 31). REG. 
(INT. CL. 4). REG. 
16. (INT. CL. 2). REG. 
(INT. CL. 12). REG. 
(INT. CL. 7). 
(INT. CL. 9). REG. 


(INT. CL. 1). REG. 


103. (INT. CL. 37). REG. 


(INT. CL. 31). REG. 


12. (INT. CL. 19). REG. 
(INT. CL. 29). REG. 
(INT. CL. 3). 


100. (INT. CL. 42). REG. 


103. (INT. 
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972,341. 


972,404. 


972,459. 


972,571. 


972,712. 


972,975. 


973,156. 


973,167. 


973,177. 


973,181. 


973,245. 


973,669 


973,799. 


974,800 


974,865. 


975,501 


975,919 


975,921. 


976,018. 


976,276. 


976,277. 


976,906 


977,946. 


978,370. 


978,399 


978,552 
979,045 


979,237. 


979,324. 


979,543. 


979,558. 


979,768. 


980,383. 


980,810. 


98 1,066. 
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BEA-KUP. U.S. CL. 26. 
11-6-1973. 


ETHAN ALLEN. U.S. CL. 38. (INT. CL. 16). REG. 
11-6-1973. 

REVUE. US. CL. 42. 
11-6-1973. 

DRESS BETTER FOR LESS. U.S. CL. 101. (INT. 
CL. 42). REG. 11-6-1973. 

PLASTER-PATCH (STYLIZED). 
(INT. CL. 17). REG. 11-13-1973. 

GIPPY. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29) 
11-13-1973. 

BETTY CROCKER AND DESIGN. U.S. CLS. 15 
AND 34 ONLY. (INT. CLS. 4 AND 21). REG. 
11-20-1973. 

PARAGON. U.S. CL. 4. 
11-20-1973. 

GOLD BOND. USS. CL. 6. (INT. CL. 1). 
11-20-1973. 

AMERTROL. U.S. CL. 6. 
11-20-1973. 

TUFLEX. U.S. CL. 16. 
11-20-1973. 

TALLHEDGE. US. CL. 
11-27-1973. 

JIM GRIFFITH. U.S. CL. 18. (INT. CL. 5) 
11-27-1973. 

SELECTAIRE. U.S. CL. 
12-18-1973. 

SESCO. US. 
12-18-1973. 

IRC AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 35. (INT. CL. 12). 
REG. 12-25-1973. 

RHYTHM. U.S. CL. 27 
1-1-1974. 

DRESDEN SCROLL (STYLIZED). 
(INT. CL. 14). REG. 1-1-1974. 
SERENADE AND DESIGN. US. CL. 46. (INT. 

CL. 29). REG. 1-1-1974. 

ASTRO HOMES (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 19. (INT. 
CL. 12). REG. 1-8-1974. 

MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. U.S. CLS. 19 AND 
23. (INT. CLS. 6, 7 AND 12). REG. 1-8-1974. 

NEDLOG AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 45. (INT. CL. 
32). REG. 1-15-1974. 

DP AND DESIGN. U.S. CL. 1. 
REG. 2-5-1974. 

CMC. U.S. CLS. 5 AND 12. (INT. CLS. 
19). REG. 2-12-1974. 

PYRODOME. U.S. CL. 
2-12-1974. 

PRD. U.S. CL. 23. (INT. CL. 7). REG. 2-12-1974. 

BOO BERRY. U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 30). REG. 
2-19-1974. 

SPARK-L. US. CL. 6. 
2-26-1974. 

REST RITE. US. CL. 
2-26-1974. 

BIG JOHN'S. U.S. CL. 46. (INT. CL. 29) 
2-26-1974. 

MURRAY BAY (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 49. (INT. 
CL. 33). REG. 2-26-1974. 

OZONA. U.S. CL. 17. (INT. CL. 34). 
3-5-1974. 

DURA MASTER (STYLIZED). U.S. CL. 35. (INT. 
CL. 17). REG. 3-12-1974. 

NERVA-DECK. U.S. CL. 12. (INT. CL. 19). REG. 
3-26-1974. 


ROTOSTRAINER. U.S. CL. 31. 
REG. 3-26-1974. 


(INT. CL. 9). REG 


(INT. CL. 27). 


REG. 


US. CL. 12 


REG. 


(INT. CL. 3). REG. 
REG. 
(INT. CL. 1). REG. 
(INT. CL. 2). REG. 
1. (INT. CL. 31). REG. 
REG. 
13. (INT. CL. 6). REG. 


a. 2t tt. c&. 9. Oe 


(INT. CL 


14). REG. 


U.S. CL. 28. 


(INT. CL. 17). 


1, 17 AND 


12. (INT. CL. 19). REG. 


(INT. CL. 1). REG. 


19. (INT. CL. 12). REG. 


REG. 


REG. 


(INT. CL. 11). 
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1,412,532. 
1,439,700. 
1,439,701. 
1,439,705. 
1,439,706. 
1,439,707. 


1,439,709. 
1,439,712. 
1,439,713. 
1,439,715. 


1,439,716. 
1,439,717. 
1,439,718. 


1,439,719. 
1,439,720. 
1,439,723. 
1,439,726. 
1,439,727. 
1,439,732. 


1,439,733. 


1,439,734. 


1,439,735. 
1,439,736. 


1,439,737. 


1,439,739. 


1,439,742. 
1,439,743. 
1,439,744. 


1,439,745. 


1,439,747. 
1,439,748. 


1,439,750. 


1,439,752. 
1,439,753. 
1,439,756. 
1,439,758. 
1,439,759. 
1,439,760. 


SECTION 8 


TIME-BURGER. INT. CL. 30. REG. 10-7-1986. 
RHIZOSARB. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
LUPRANOL. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
VISION-AID. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
HERAMIC. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PC AND DESIGN. INT. CLS. 1 AND 2. REG. 
5-19-1987 


FLOR/44. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
DURAPHOS. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SUPER-POOP. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE POWER LINE. INT. CLS. 1 AND 3. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


TRISERT. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
UNIZOL. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PLANT ... PLANT ... HAPPY PLANT. INT. CL. 1. 
REG. 5-19-1987 


DESONIC. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
THERMACOAT. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
CERAMCO. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
TEXOLIT. INT. CL. 1. REG. 5-19-1987. 
JONBAR. INT. CL. 2. REG. 5-19-1987. 


ZOTOS GENTLE TEXTURE (STYLIZED). INT. 
CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 


RAMA FYTOCOSMETIKA AND DESIGN. INT. 
CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SUNNY GIRL MONTE CARLO AND DESIGN. 
INT. CLS. 3, 9 AND 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PUNK. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 


BIO COOL AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 3. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


LALURA (STYLIZED). 
5-19-1987. 


FROSTY ROULITE (STYLIZED). 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


SHIBUL. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MJ AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PP Il THE DRYER-CLEAN. INT. CL. 3. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


WINDSHIELDS, 
5-19-1987. 


SUNTAMER. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE SMELL OF WINTER. INT. CL. 3. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


SHEFFIELD PLATE POLISH COMPANY 
PLATE & POLISH S AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 
3. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MOVING HAIR. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 
FOOT SHAPE. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MARDI GRAS. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 
DOVE. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 

ROZCO. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 
NAIKURA. INT. CL. 3. REG. 5-19-1987. 


INT. CL. 3. RBG. 


INT. CL. 3. 


ETC.. INT. CL. 3. REG. 


1,439,761. 


1,439,762. 


1,439,763. 
1,439,768. 
1,439,769. 
1,439,770. 
1,439,771. 
1,439,773. 


1,439,774. 


1,439,775. 


1,439,778. 
1,439,779. 
1,439,780. 
1,439,783. 
1,439,785. 


1,439,786. 
1,439,787. 


1,439,789. 
1,439,795. 


1,439,798. 


1,439,800. 
1,439,801. 


1,439,803. 
1,439,804. 
1,439,805. 
1,439,806. 
1,439,807. 
1,439,808. 
1,439,809. 
1,439,816. 
1,439,818. 
1,439,820. 


1,439,824. 
1,439,825. 


1,439,826. 
1,439,827. 
1,439,828. 


1,439,830. 


1,439,832. 


HOTSTARTS (STYLIZED). 
5-19-1987. 


HOLIDAY TREASURES AND DESIGN. INT. 
CLS. 4, 11, 21, 26 AND 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 


NULON. INT. CL. 4. REG. 5-19-1987. 
KERAGEN. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
BUFF-IT. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
CARRY & TOSS. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
IAMA. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 


NEOCITRAN AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 5. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


NEOCITRAN AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 5. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


NEOCITRAN AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 5. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


ALLPHARMA. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
NIMOTOP. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
ONE PASS. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SARAPIN. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MICHAEL JACKSON. INT. CL. 5. 
5-19-1987. 


SURVIVAL 1000. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MY DERMATOLOGIST CARES. INT. CL. 5. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


SILVERADO. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 


CARPET FRESH SUPER. INT. CL. 5. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


PHARMACEUTICALLY YOURS. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


ZAMTROL. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 5. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


ABSOLUTE. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
ACQUIT. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
STIMUTOL. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 

NOVA. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
BODY-FIRST. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 
PRED-TAB. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 

RIFLE. INT. CL. 5. REG. 5-19-1987. 

SELIG, INT. CLS. 6, 17 AND 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 
INTER-MAG. INT. CL. 6. REG. 5-19-1987. 


FLUIDRIVE FLUID COUPLINGS 
DESIGN. INT. CL. 7. REG. 5-19-1987. 


ZOOM SPOON. INT. CL. 8. REG. 5-19-1987. 


WILDERNESS EDGE. INT. CL. 8. 
5-19-1987. 


FABU-FILE. INT. CL. 8. REG. 5-19-1987. 
PULSAR. INT. CL. 9. REG. 5-19-1987. 


FIRSTIME (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 9. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


COMPUTER STRATEGIES. INT. CLS. 9 AND 42. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


INFO CHIP. INT. CLS. 9 AND 42. 
5-19-1987. 


INT. CL. 4. REG. 


REG. 


INT. CL. 5%. 


AND 


REG. 


REG. 
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1,439,835. 


1,439,836 


1,439,838. 
1,439,839. 
1,439,840. 


1,439,842. 


1,439,843. 
1,439,846. 
1,439,848. 


1,439,850. 
1,439,853. 


1,439,855. 
1,439,856. 


1,439,859. 
1,439,863. 


1,439,865. 
1,439,869. 
1,439,870. 


1,439,871. 


1,439,876. 
1,439,878. 
1,439,879. 
1,439,883. 
1,439,884. 
1,439,885. 


1,439,887. 
1,439,889. 
1,439,890. 
1,439,891. 
1,439,892. 


1,439,893. 


1,439,894. 


1,439,895. 


1,439,898. 


1,439,899. 


1,439,900. 


1,439,901. 
1,439,902. 


1,439,903. 
1,439,905. 
1,439,908. 


1,439,909. 


1,439,910. 


1,439,911 


. STUFFED WITH SAVINGS. INT. CL. 


AVPLANNER (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 9. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


. TGC THE GIFT COMPANY (STYLIZED). INT. 


CLS. 9, 15, 16, 20, 21, 24 AND 28. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


HSST. INT. CL. 9. REG. 5-19-1987. 
VBST. INT. CL. 9. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PRIVETTE AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 9. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


S SUNDSTRAND AND DESIGN. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


SUNDSTRAND. INT. CL. 9. REG. 5-19-1987. 
ISABEL. INT. CL. 9. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 9. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


CINEMETER. INT. CL. 9. REG. 5-19-1987. 


FLEX ENT AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 9. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


LASERLATHE. INT. CL. 9. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 9. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


APACERAM. INT. CL. 10. REG. 5-19-1987. 


BIOBALANCE AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 10. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


PROTECT-A-GRID. INT. CL. 10. REG. 5-19-1987. 
BUCKBOARD. INT. CL. 10. REG. 5-19-1987. 


TOOTHWORKS AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


WINGS AND DESIGN. 
5-19-1987. 


EDCO. INT. CL. 10. REG. 5-19-1987. 

SBS. INT. CL. 11. REG. 5-19-1987. 
EXHAUST-MAG. INT. CL. 11. REG. 5-19-1987. 
RANCH RANGE. INT. CL. 11. REG. 5-19-1987. 
CONAIR HEATERS. INT. CL. 11. REG. 5-19-1987. 


RANCH RANGE THE COUNTRY COOKING 
SYSTEM AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 11. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


GLACIAR. INT. CL. 11. REG. 5-19-1987. 
KYOTO. INT. CL. 11. REG. 5-19-1987. 
STAREX. INT. CL. 12. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SEA SLED. INT. CL. 12. REG. 5-19-1987. 


OROX AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 12. 
5-19-1987. 


SR4-ST (STYLIZED). 
5-19-1987. 


SHARK CAT AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 12. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


ASBESTOS FREE X BRAKE LINING. INT. CL. 
12. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SWAROVSKI THE SIGNATURE OF QUALITY 
AND BEAUTY (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 14. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


DOKI DOKL. INT. CL. 14. REG. 5-19-1987. 


ALMAS A AND DESIGN. INT. CLS. 14 AND 35. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


GRAFFITI. INT. CL. 14. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 14. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


TOTEM. INT. CL. 14. REG. 5-19-1987. 
ENTERPRIZE. INT. CL. 15. REG. 5-19-1987. 


FINDERS KEEPERS. SELLERS REAPERS.. INT. 
CL. 16. REG. 5-19-1987. 

INFAMOUS CATS. INT. CLS..16, 21 AND 28. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CLS. 16 AND 
41. REG. 5-19-1987. 


INT. CL. 9. 


10. 


INT. CL. 10. REG. 


REG. 


INT. CL. 12. REG. 


16. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


1,439,912. 
1,439,920. 


1,439,921. 
1,439,922. 


1,439,926. 
1,439,927. 


1,439,929. 


1,439,930. 
1,439,931. 


1,439,933. 
1,439,934. 
1,439,935. 


1,439,940. 
1,439,941. 


1,439,942. 
1,439,943. 
1,439,947. 


1,439,949. 
1,439,950. 
1,439,951. 
1,439,952. 
1,439,957. 


1,439,961. 
1,439,962. 


1,439,964. 
1,439,965. 
1,439,967. 


1,439,970. 
1,439,971. 
1,439,973. 


1,439,975. 


1,439,976. 
1,439,977. 
1,439,978. 
1,439,979. 


1,439,980. 
1,439,982. 


1,439,984. 
1,439,987. 
1,439,989. 
1,439,991. 
1,439,992. 
1,439,994. 


1,439,995. 
1,439,996. 


1,439,997. 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


SIDEWALK SALE. INT. CL. 16. REG. 5-19-1987. 


CROSSROADS FARMER AND DESIGN. INT. 
CL. 16. REG. 5-19-1987. 


DURASCRIBE. INT. CL. 16. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE MICROCRYSTAL BALL. INT. CL. 16. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


WARREN REPORT. INT. CL. 16. REG. 5-19-1987. 


ESP COMMUNIQUE. INT. CL. 16. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


BUSINESS MOTIVATOR. 
5-19-1987. 


TOX-TIPS. INT. CL. 16. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PRAIRIE EXCHANGE. INT. CL. 
5-19-1987. 


PALLETPAK. INT. CL. 16. REG. 5-19-1987. 
PRETTY SHARP. INT. CL. 16. REG. 5-19-1987. 


CORSPAND (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 17. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 
5-19-1987. 


HOME CARE HELPERS. 
5-19-1987. 


VEDATHENE. INT. CL. 17. REG. 5-19-1987. 
BUG PLUGS. INT. CL. 17. REG. 5-19-1987. 


WHALE AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 17. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


WRISCOFLEX. INT. CL. 17. REG. 5-19-1987. 
WRISCOBILL. INT. CL. 17. REG. 5-19-1987. 
WRISCOPERM. INT. CL. 17. REG. 5-19-1987. 
WRISCOLUXxX. INT. CL. 17. REG. 5-19-1987. 


'HOLA AMIGO! INTERNATIONAL AND 
DESIGN. INT. CLS. 18, 24 AND 25. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


HIEBERT TEXTILES AND DESIGN. INT. CLS. 
18, 20 AND 24. REG. 5-19-1987. 


GIACOSA AND DESIGN. INT. CLS. 18 AND 25. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


ACO RAIN DRAIN. INT. CL. 19. REG. 5-19-1987. 
ACO HOME. INT. CL. 19. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SIGLACHROM. INT. CLS. 19 AND 21. 
5-19-1987. 


AGGLITE. INT. CL. 19. REG. 5-19-1987. 
VECTOR. INT. CL. 19. REG. 5-19-1987. 


LITTLE PEOPLE. INT. CLS. 20 AND 24. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


RYNO SYSTEMS, 
5-19-1987. 


FUTURE GATE. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SPEED BOX. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 
FAST BOX. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 


REFLECTIONS IN ART. INT. CL. 20. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


MICHAEL’S PETS. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 


ABRICOT AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 20. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


CENTURY CC. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 
CUBBY-HOLDS. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 
TERRASCAPE. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MOUTH POUCH. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SIT-A-BIT. INT. CL. 20. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MICHAEL JACKSON. INT. CL. 21. 
5-19-1987. 
WELCOME KIT (BLOCK FORM). INT. CL. 21. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


KERNEL KEEPER AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 21. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


SPALDING AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 21. 
5-19-1987. 


INT. CL. 16. REG. 


16. REG. 


17.. REG. 


INT. CL. 17. REG. 


REG. 


INC.. INT. CL. 20. REG. 


REG. 


REG. 





JANUARY 4, 1994 


1,439,998. 
1,439,999. 


1,440,001. 
1,440,002. 
1,440,004. 
1,440,006. 


1,440,007. 


1,440,008. 
1,440,009. 
1,440,010. 
1,440,012. 


1,440,018. 
1,440,019. 
1,440,025. 


1,440,026. 
1,440,028. 
1,440,030. 
1,440,031. 
1,440,033. 


1,440,035. 
1,440,037. 


1,440,038. 


1,440,039. 
1,440,041. 
1,440,042. 
1,440,044. 
1,440,048. 
1,440,049. 
1,440,054. 
1,440,055. 


1,440,056. 
1,440,057. 
1,440,058. 
1,440,059. 
1,440,060. 
1,440,061. 
1,440,062. 


1,440,063. 
1,440,064. 
1,440,065. 
1,440,068. 
1,440,072. 


1,440,073. 


1,440,074. 
1,440,075. 
1,440,076. 


1,440,077. 
1,440,078. 
1,440,079. 


1,440,082. 


1,440,084. 


SANIFLEX. INT. CL. 21. REG. 5-19-1987. 


TOSCANY GALLERIA. INT. CL. 21. 
5-19-1987. 


SPACE CAT. INT. CL. 21. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SPACE AGE. INT. CL. 21. REG. 5-19-1987. 
ANSO-TEX. INT. CL. 22. REG. 5-19-1987. 


POCKET STOCKER. INT. CL. 22. 
5-19-1987. 


DLVE AND DESIGN. 
5-19-1987. 


KIN AIR. INT. CL. 23. REG. 5-19-1987. 
IN MONG. INT. CL. 23. REG. 5-19-1987. 
KIN AIR. INT. CL. 24. REG. 5-19-1987. 


BETWEEN THE SHEETS. INT. CL. 24. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


KATI (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 
READ MY LIPS. INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 


ACADEMIA DESIGN LONDON (STYLIZED). 
INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 


REEF SPORT. INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 
PILPEL. INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 
CADETS. INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 
OCKERS. INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 


DEBRA MARTIN AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 25. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


AIRBOB. INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 


BEAUCHAMP STREET (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 
25. REG. 5-19-1987. 


TOPOGRAPHY AND DESIGN. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


WELL. INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 

SPACE HOOK. INT. CL. 26. REG. 5-19-1987. 
GULNAR. INT. CL. 27. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MITTENS. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
PLUCKY POPPLE. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MICHAEL’S PETS. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
PUNKITY POPPLE. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PUNKSTER POPPLE. INT. CL. 28. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


COLORETTES. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MOTOR MANIA. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
BIONATOPS. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
INDENTOR. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
DEFORMULA 1. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
GIGANTISAUR. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 


BATTLE BOX HOCKEY. INT. CL. 28. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


HIDEAWAYT. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SUPER CYCLE. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
EPYX 500XJ. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 
GROWN-UPS. INT. CL. 28. REG. 5-19-1987. 


GRAND CONTINENTAL. INT. CL. 29. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


MICKS PEPPOURRI (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 29. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


AUPI. INT. CLS. 29 AND 31. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MEL’S PRIDE. INT. CL. 29. REG. 5-19-1987. 


WISCONSIN MANOR. INT. CL. 29. 
5-19-1987. 


MANCHESTER. INT. CL. 29. REG. 5-19-1987. 
TOP AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 29. REG. 5-19-1987. 


COMPAGNIE FRANCAISE DES FROMAGES 
AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 29. REG. 5-19-1987. 

DAKOTA PRIDE AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 29. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE CHICKEN TEAM. 
5-19-1987. 


nr. <L.. .@ 


iNT. CL. 2. 


REG. 


INT. CL. 29. REG. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
1,440,085. 
1,440,086. 
1,440,088. 
1,440,089. 
1,440,090. 


1,440,091. 
1,440,092. 
1,440,093. 
1,440,094. 


1,440,095. 
1,440,096. 
1,440,098. 


1,440,099. 


1,440,103. 
1,440,104. 


1,440,105. 
1,440, 106. 
1,440,107. 


1,440, 108. 
1,440,109. 
1,440,110. 
1,440,111. 


1,440,112. 
1,440,114. 
1,440,117. 
1,440,119. 
1,440,120. 


1,440,121. 
1,440,126. 
1,440,127. 
1,440,129. 
1,440,132. 
1,440,134. 
1,440,135. 


1,440, 136. 
1,440,137. 


1,440,138. 
1,440,141. 


1,440,142. 


1,440,143. 
1,440, 144. 
1,440,146. 


1,440,150. 
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THE HEALTH CLUB. 
5-19-1987. 


STILL THE CHOICE.. 
5-19-1987. 


KINGDOM OF DENMARK AND DESIGN. INT. 
CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


COFFEE ROUNDS AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 30. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


GOURMET GOLD (STYLIZED). 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


SALAMICO. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MERMAID. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MONTE MARO. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THOMAS’ AMERICAN GOURMET. INT. CL. 30. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


CAP COLOMBIE. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 
MICHAEL'S PETS. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PIZZA SHOPPE PIZZA AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 
30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE FABULOUS BURGERHAM. INT. CL. 30. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


PIZZA VICTORY. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CLS. 30 AND 
31. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SIR GUMMY. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 
ANNALISA. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SIMPLY NUTRITIOUS..QUTRAGEOUSLY DE- 
LICIOUS, KUDOS, I'M YOURS. INT. CL. 30. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


COUNTY FAIR. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 
VAL-U-BAKE. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 
THRIFTY TIMES. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


GRANDMA'S TABLE. INT. CL. 30. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


ALIEN BEANS. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


QUICK PEELIN’, SLOW EATIN’ CHEWY 
FRUITY CANDY (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 30. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


TRU-GRITS. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PRESIDENTIAL PEAT (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 
31. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PERFORMANCE TEAMS. 
5-19-1987. 


MAVERICK. INT. CL. 31. REG. 5-19-1987. 

LOUIS HENRY. INT. CL. 33. REG. 5-19-1987. 
RYAN’S RED. INT. CL. 33. REG. 5-19-1987. 
ZAZZ. INT. CL. 33. REG. 5-19-1987. 

ESTELAR. INT. CL. 33. REG. 5-19-1987. 

ICE BREAKERS. INT. CL. 33. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 34. REG. 

5-19-1987. 

INTERNATIONAL QUALITY 
DESIGN. INT. CL. 34. REG. 5-19-1987. 
PROLEAF AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 34. REG. 

5-19-1987. 

HEADLIGHT. INT. CL. 34. REG. 5-19-1987. 

INSTANT PAYCHECK PLUS (STYLIZED). INT. 
CLS. 35 AND 36. REG. 5-19-1987. 

S & T THE HARDWARE PEOPLE AND 
DESIGN. INT. CLS. 35 AND 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 

I'M A MAD BUILDER! (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 35. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 

CEMASCE AND DESIGN. 
5-19-1987. 

OPPORTUNITY CALLING. INT. CL. 35. REG. 
5-19-1987. 

CES CONTRACTOR'S ESTIMATING SERVICE 
AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 35. REG. 5-19-1987. 


INT. CL. 29. REG. 


INT. CL. 29. REG. 


INT. CL. 30. 


INT. CL. 31. REG. 


LQ. AND 


INT. CL. 35. REG. 
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1,440,151. 
1,440,152. 
1,440,155. 
1,440,156. 
1,440,158. 


1,440,159. 
1,440, 160. 


1,440, 162. 
1,440,164. 


1,440, 169. 
1,440,170. 


1,440,171. 
1,440,172. 
1,440,173. 
1,440,176. 
1,440,177. 
1,440,179. 


1,440,181. 
1,440, 182. 


1,440, 183. 


1,440, 184. 
1,440,185. 
1,440, 186. 


1,440,189. 
1,440,191. 


1,440,192. 
1,440,193. 
1,440,195. 
1,440,197. 
1,440,201. 
1,440,202. 
1,440,203. 
1,440,204. 


1,440,205. 
1,440,206. 


1,440,209. 
1,440,210. 
1,440,211. 


1,440,212. 
1,440,214. 


ISD “THE IN-STORE DIRECTORY” 
IZED). INT. CL. 35. REG. 5-19-1987. 


CA AND DESIGN. INT. CLS. 35 AND 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


INTERNATIONAL CONCEPTS. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 

EUROMARKETING. 
5-19-1987. 


DIAMOND SHAMROCK. 
5-19-1987. 


COLOR WHEEL. INT. CL. 35. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PRESTIGE AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 35. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


WPLO. INT. CLS. 35 AND 38. REG. 5-19-1987. 


TINY EXPECTATIONS AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 
35. REG. 5-19-1987. 


INFOPLUS. INT. CL. 35. REG. 5-19-1987. 


WE'LL MAKE YOU A BELIEVER. INT. CLS. 35 
AND 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SFI STABILIZED FIXED INCOME. INT. CL. 36. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


PROTECTAMERICA. 
5-19-1987. 

CHILDCARE VOUCHER CV AND DESIGN. 
INT. CL. 36. REG. 5-19-1987. 


ALKEBUJA GROUP LTD. AND DESIGN. INT. 
CL. 36. REG. 5-19-1987. 


OVERTURE (STYLIZED). 
5-19-1987. 


FIRST CONTINENTAL AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 
36. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE HOWARD. INT. CL. 36. REG. 5-19-1987. 


CALIFORNIA PRIME. INT. CL. 36. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


CALIFORNIA GROWTH. 
5-19-1987. 


ELECT-A-TIME. INT. CL. 36. REG. 5-19-1987. 
CREDICHEX. INT. CL. 36. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE FAMILY PROTECTOR. INT. CL. 36. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


ACCEPT. INT. CL. 36. REG. 5-19-1987. 


CREDIT MENDERS. INT. CL. 36. 
5-19-1987. 


BRYAN’S TRADING POST. INT. CL. 36. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


PROPERTIES UNLIMITED, INC. AND DESIGN. 
INT. CL. 36. REG. 5-19-1987. 


TRA AND DESIGN. INT. CLS. 37 AND 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


CASE DESIGN/REMODELING AND DESIGN. 
INT. CL. 37. REG. 5-19-1987. 


“OUR COMPUTERS CARE FOR YOUR CAR”. 
INT. CL. 37. REG. 5-19-1987. 


IF YOU DIDN’T HEAR IT ON WJNO NEWS 
RADIO, IT DIDN’T HAPPEN. INT. CL. 38. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


KIIK. INT. CL. 38. REG. 5-19-1987. 


LEGACY/THE LAW NETWORK. INT. CL. 38. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


TEXOLEASE. INT. CL. 38. REG. 5-19-1987. 


DON’T GIVE ME A BREAK AND DESIGN. INT. 
CL. 38. REG. 5-19-1987. 


TRUE TO THE MUSIC. 
5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 38. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 38. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


IMS. INT. CL. 39. REG. 5-19-1987. 


HUNGER HOT LINE. AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 
39. REG. 5-19-1987. 


(STYL- 


INT. CL. 35. 


INT. CL. 35. REG. 


INT. CL. 35. REG. 


INT. CL. 36. REG. 


INT. CL. 36. REG. 


INT. CL. 36. REG. 


REG. 


INT. CL. 38. REG. 
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1,440,216. 


1,440,217. 
1,440,221. 


1,440,222. 


1,440,223. 


1,440,225. 


1,440,227. 


1,440,228. 


1,440,231. 


1,440,232. 


1,440,233. 


1,440,234. 


1,440,236. 


1,440,237. 


1,440,238. 


1,440,239. 
1,440,242. 


1,440,248. 
1,440,251. 


1,440,255. 
1,440,256. 


1,440,258. 


1,440,262. 


1,440,263. 


1,440,265. 


1,440,266. 
1,440,267. 


1,440,268. 
1,440,269. 


1,440,271. 
1,440,273. 


1,440,275. 
1,440,278. 


1,440,279. 


1,440,280. 
1,440,284. 


1,440,287. 
1,440,288. 


1,440,289. 
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LIVING LAKES AND DESIGN. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


LIVING LAKES. INT. CL. 40. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MAMA SAVETSKY’S (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 41. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


AMERICA’S ULTIMATE V. INT. CL. 41. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


G SINCE 1911 AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 41. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


CARTOONY VISION. 
5-19-1987. 


WATTIS HALL OF MAN. 
5-19-1987. 


ILC INTERNATIONAL LANGUAGE CENTER 
AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 41. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE INHERITEL SYSTEM (STYLIZED). INT. 
CL. 41. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 41. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


TUNED IN TO AMERICA. INT. CL. 41. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


FAME CITY. INT. CL. 41. REG. 5-19-1987. 


PRO-HOST AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 41. 
5-19-1987. 


SOAP INFO ON CALL. 
5-19-1987. 


MOVIEQUIK SYSTEMS AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 
41. REG. 5-19-1987. 


CRUIS-O-MATIC. INT. CL. 41. REG. 5-19-1987. 


RED RIVER RIB CO. WESTERN COOKIN’ & 
LOUNGE AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


LIFESTYLES. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


COMPACT DISC WAREHOUSE AND DESIGN. 
INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


FRAME WORLD. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


VASSA (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


ARTOS THE BAKERY PRODUCTIVITY GROUP 
AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


WE MAKE AMERICA BETTER BY MAKING 
BETTER AMERICANS (STYLIZED). INT. 
CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE GREEN MILL AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 42. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


“WHERE FRESH SEAFOOD COMES ASHORE” 
AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


BB AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


FOR MY SAKE WOMAN’S CENTER. INT. CL. 
42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SUN N’ SURF SHOP. 
5-19-1987. 


BERWIND MEDICAL. 
5-19-1987. 


PIZZA PLENTY. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


PROFILE. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


FAMILY HOME MEDICAL. INT. CL. 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


“THE JENNIFER TOUCH”. INT. CL. 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


JENNIFER. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


NORTHWEST EDITIONS. INT. CL. 42. REG. 
5-19-1987. 


CTW. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 
RED LOBSTER LOVES SEAFOOD AS MUCH 
AS YOU DO. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SHOE CITY VALUES YOU CAN STAND ON. 
INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


INT. CL. 40. 


INT. CL. 41. REG. 


INT. CL. 41. REG. 


REG. 


INT. CL. 41. REG. 


INT. CL. 42. REG. 


INT. CL. 42. REG. 
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1,440,291 


1,440,295. 


1,440,297. 
1,440,301. 
1,440,307. 


1,440,308. 
1,440,317. 
1,440,318. 
1,440,320. 


1,440,322. 
1,440,324. 
1,440,326. 
1,440,327. 
1,440,329. 
1,440,331. 


1,440,332. 
1,440,334. 


1,440,335. 
1,440,338. 
1,440,341. 
1,440,344. 
1,440,346. 


1,440,347. 


U.S. 


. PUREFECT SYSTEMS. 
5-19-1987. 


ZEROONE SYSTEMS. 
5-19-1987. 


AUSTENAL. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 
PETICARE. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


INT. CL. @. 


INT. CL. 42. 


5-19-1987. 
IBEX. INT. CL. 42. REG. 5-19-1987. 
VELA. INT. CL. 9. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SNAP STRAPS. INT. CL. 10. REG. 5-19-1987. 


REG. 5-19-1987. 


REG. 5-19-1987. 


MEDIA LAW REPORTER. INT. CL. 
5-19-1987. 


5-19-1987. 


ASHER (STYLIZED). 
5-19-1987. 


INT. CL. 21. 


REG. 5-19-1987. 


5-19-1987. 


CL. 26. REG. 5-19-1987. 


CL. 26. REG. 5-19-1987. 


33. REG. 5-19-1987. 
INT. CL. 33. REG. 5-19-1987. 


5-19-1987. 


REG. 


REG. 


MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 42. REG. 


SUPERIOR HOME HEALTH CARE. INT. CL. 10. 
THE VIDEO STORE SHOPPER. INT. CL. 16. 
16. REG. 
MISCELLANEOUS DESIGN. INT. CL. 16. REG. 
REG. 
I CUT ONE AT SOUND TRACKS. INT. CL. 25. 
APRON MART (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 25. REG. 


BEACH BAGGIES. INT. CL. 25. REG. 5-19-1987. 
1 AM A SLINKY PRINCESS AND DESIGN. INT. 


I AM A SLINKY PRINCE AND DESIGN. INT. 


LEAN SUPREME. INT. CL. 29. REG. 5-19-1987. 
SWEET SHELLS. INT. CL. 30. REG. 5-19-1987. 
RON BARCELO BLANCO (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 


THE LIGHT DRINK FROM COGNAC FRANCE. 


MID-FLORIDA HOME SHOW. INT. CL. 35. REG. 
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1,440,348. 


1,440,349. 


1,440,351. 


1,440,353. 


1,440,354. 


1,440,355. 


1,440,356. 


1,440,357. 


1,440,358. 


1,440,359. 


1,440,360. 


1,446,645. 
1,448,562. 
1,453,056. 


1,457,401. 


1,459,329. 


1,480,510. 


1,482,880. 


1,483,132. 
1,491,786. 
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GREATER SAN DIEGO HOME SHOW. INT. CL. 
35. REG. 5-19-1987. 


REAL RATE TICKER. 
5-19-1987. 


CHAMPAGNE EXPRESS. 
5-19-1987. 


VASCULAR DIAGNOSTICS MOBILE NON-IN- 
VASIVE TESTING AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 
42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


THE NEW YORK POLL. 
5-19-1987. 


“THE NIAGARA POLL”. 
5-19-1987. 


“THE BUFFALO POLL”. 
5-19-1987. 


“THE WESTERN NEW YORK POLL”. INT. CL. 
42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


SOFTWARE RESOURCES, INC.. 
REG. 5-19-1987. 


PRESTWICH’S BEANRY (STYLIZED). INT. CL. 
42. REG. 5-19-1987. 


AMERICAN BRALERS ASSOCIATION. U.S. CL. 
200. REG. 5-19-1987. 


RED LABEL. INT. CL. 30 ONLY. REG. 7-7-1987. 
PAC-A-THERM. INT. CL. 21. REG. 7-21-1987. 


MUFFIN AND DESIGN. INT. CLS. 9, 20, 21, 24 
AND 25 ONLY. REG. 8-18-1987. 


TRENDSCAN. INT. CL. 35 ONLY. REG. 
9-15-1987. 


AMERICAN BEACH AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 25. 
REG. 9-29-1987. 


DAVIDOFF AND DESIGN. INT. CLS. 16 AND 18 
ONLY. REG. 3-15-1988. 


BALL SEED AND DESIGN. INT. CL. 21 ONLY. 
REG. 4-5-1988. 


ACCENTS. INT. CL. 9 ONLY. REG. 4-5-1988. 
LOVELAND. INT. CL. 5 ONLY. REG. 6-14-1988. 


INT. CL. 35. REG. 


INT. CL. 39. REG. 


INT. CL. 42. REG. 


INT. CL. 42. REG. 


INT. CL. 42. REG. 


INT. CL. 42. 





TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS AMENDED, 
CORRECTED, ETC. 


The designation “U.S. Cl.” appearing in this section refers to the U.S. class in effect prior to Sep. 1, 1973 rather than the 
international class which applies to applications filed on or after that date. For adoption of international classification see notice 
in the OFFICIAL GAZETTE of Jun. 26, 1973 (911 O.G. TM 210). 

Any change to the registration will be indicated at the bottom of each entry under ELEMENTS AMENDED, 
CORRECTED OR RESTRICTED. With the exception of changes to the goods and services, additions to the registration will 
appear in asterisks and deletions of the registration will appear in brackets. Elements which are only changed will be listed with 
no punctuation. As to the goods/services statement, amendments to the goods/services will appear in asterisks and deletions will 
appear in brackets. In addition if any change to the goods/services occurs, the element “Goods/Services” will be listed under 


ELEMENTS AMENDED, CORRECTED OR RESTRICTED. 


563,250. REG. 8-26-1952. COURTAULDS AEROSPACE, 
INC. (CALIFORNIA CORPORATION), THIRD FLOOR, 
21800 BURBANK BLVD., WOODLAND HILLS, CA, 
91367, ASSIGNEE BY CHANGE OF NAME AND 
CHANGE OF NAME FROM PRODUCTS RESEARCH 
COMPANY (CALIFORNIA CORPORATION), GLEN- 
DALE, CA, SN 71-576,134. FILED 3-26-1949. PRINCIPAL 
REGISTER. 


INT. CL. 17/U.S. CL. 12 

FOR: SEALING COMPOSITIONS, CEMENTS, 
PUTTIES,AND CAULKING COMPOUNDS IN THE FORM 
OF SPREADABLE PASTES DISPERSIONS, SEMI-LIQ- 
UIDS, AND LIQUIDS, GENERALLY CONTAINING OR- 
GANIC COPOLYMERS AND CONDENSATION POLY- 
MERS, FOR USE IN SEALING AND CEMENTING 
JOINTS, AS A SEALANT BETWEEN METALLIC MEM- 
BERS AND BETWEEN METALLIC MEMBERS AND 
GLASS, AND AS A SOUND INSULATOR. 

FIRST USE 8-0-1947; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1947. 


ELEMENTS AMENDED 
MARK 


1,375,531. REG. 12-17-1985. UTI CORPORATION (PENN- 
SYLVANIA CORPORATION), COLLEGEVILLE, PA, 
194260992, SN 73-481,491. FILED 5-21-1984. PRINCIPAL 
REGISTER. 


UT 


INT. CL. 9/U.S. CL. 21 

FOR: COAXIAL CABLES, CABLE ASSEMBLIES, 
RADIO FREQUENCY FILTERS, TRANSFORMERS * , * 
ATTENUATORS, AND COAXIAL CABLES CONTAINING 
A FILTER INSIDE THE CABLE. 

FIRST USE 0-0-1969; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1969. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
GOODS/SERVICES 
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1,419,667. REG. 12-9-1986. CCA INDUSTRIES, INC. (DELA- 
WARE CORPORATION), 200 MURRAY HILL PARK- 
WAY, EAST RUTHERFORD, NJ, 07073, SN 73-558,953. 
FILED 9-18-1985. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


SPARKLE ON 


INT. CL. 3/U.S. CL. 51 
FOR: NAIL POLISH. 
FIRST USE 8-16-1985; IN COMMERCE 8-16-1985. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
CITIZENSHIP 


1,522,707. REG. 1-31-1989. HEAD SPORT AKTIENGESELL- 
SCHAFT (AUSTRIA CORPORATION), A-6921, KEN- 
NELBACH, AUSTRIA, BY MERGER WITH HEAD 
SPORTGERATE GESELLSCHAFT M.B.H. & CO. OHG 
(AUSTRIA CORPORATION), WUHRKOPFWEG, AUS- 
TRIA, SN 73-715,797. FILED 3-10-1988. PRINCIPAL 
REGISTER. 


CLASSIC 


OWNER OF AUSTRIA REG. NO. 
1-20-1988. 
INT. CL. 25/U.S. CL. 39 

FOR: TENNIS SHOES, ATHLETIC SHOES, TENNIS- 
WEAR AND SKIWEAR. 
INT. CL. 28/U.S. CL. 22 

FOR: SKIS, SKI POLES, BAGS AND ENVELOPES FOR 
SKIS AND RACKETS, TENNIS RACKETS, SQUASH 
RACKETS [, AND GOLF CLUBS]. 


118632, DATED 


ELEMENTS AMENDED 
GOODS/SERVICES 
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1,550,496. REG. 8-1-1989. BANCO ESPANOL DE CREDITO, 
S.A. (SPAIN CORPORATION), PASEO DE LA CASTEL- 
LANA NO. 7, MADRID, SPAIN, SN 73-688,412. FILED 
10-7-1987. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON SPAIN 
APPLICATION NO. 1189739, FILED 4-13-1987, REG. NO. 
1189739, DATED 4-4-1988. 

OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 946,033. 

THE MARK CONSISTS IN PART OF THE STYLIZED 
LETTER “B”. 

INT. CL. 36/U.S. CL. 102 
FOR: BANKING SERVICES. 


ELEMENTS AMENDED 
MARK 


1,589,134. REG. 3-27-1990. RECOT, 
CORPORATION), P.O. BOX 660634, DALLAS, TX, 
752660634, ASSIGNEE OF FRITO-LAY, INC. (DELA- 
WARE CORPORATION), DALLAS, TX, SN 73-739,936. 
FILED 7-13-1988. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


INC. (DELAWARE 


BIG GRAB 


OWNER OF USS. REG. NO. 1,414,387. 
INT. CL. 29/U.S. CL. 46 

FOR: FRIED PORK RINDS: POTATO CHIPS. 

FIRST USE 3-0-1985; INCOMMERCE 3-0-1985. 
INT. CL. 30/U.S. CL. 46 

FOR: CHEESE FLAVORED CORN BASED SNACK 
FOOD; CORN CHIPS; PRETZELS; TORTILLA CHIPS; 
AND CORN BASED ONION FLAVORED. 

FIRST USE 3-0-1985; INCOMMERCE 3-0-1985. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
*ASSIGNMENT/NAME CHANGE* 


1,591,138. REG. 4-10-1990. RECOT, INC. (DELAWARE 
CORPORATION), P.O. BOX 660634, DALLAS, TX, 
752660634, ASSIGNEE OF FRITO-LAY, INC. (DELA- 
WARE CORPORATION), DALLAS, TX, SN 73-714,621. 
FILED 3-3-1988. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


HOPPIN’ JALAPENO 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “JALAPENO”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

INT. CL. 29/U.S. CL. 46 
FOR: JALAPENO FLAVOR POTATO CHIPS. 
FIRST USE 2-3-1988; IN COMMERCE 2-3-1988. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
*ASSIGNMENT/NAME CHANGE* 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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1,665,882. REG. 11-26-1991. SAILWORKS, 
(OREGON CORPORATION), P.O. BOX 1162, 1966 
TUCKER ROAD, HOOD RIVER, OR, 97031, SN 
74-068,424. FILED 6-12-1990. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


INC., THE 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DESIGNED BY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

THE NAME “BRUCE PETERSON” IN THE MARK 
IDENTIFIES A LIVING INDIVIDUAL WHOSE CONSENT 
IS OF RECORD. 

INT. CL. 22/U.S. CLS. 19 AND 22 
FOR: WINDSURFING SAILS. 
FIRST USE 5-14-1990; IN COMMERCE 5-14-1990. 


ELEMENTS AMENDED 
MARK 
DISCLAIMER 


1,679,556. REG. 3-17-1992. VIP FOODS, INC. (WASHING- 
TON CORPORATION), 6349 SOUTH MEMORIAL, 
TULSA, OK, 74133, SN 74-156,835. FILED 4-15-1991. 
PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 899,311, 
1,499,788. 


THE DRAWING IS LINED FOR THE COLORS 
ORANGE AND GOLD. 
INT. CL. 29/U.S. CL. 46 


FOR: FROZEN FOODS; NAMELY, MIXED VEGETA- 
BLES. 


FIRST USE 1-27-1981; IN COMMERCE 1-27-1987. 


1,454,503 AND 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
CITIZENSHIP 
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1,689,650. REG. 5-26-1992. SHADOW HILL CORP. 
(NEVADA CORPORATION), 1101 BROADWAY, SANTA 
MONICA, CA, 904013088, SN 74-076,298. FILED 7-9-1990. 
PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


SHADOW HILL 
ENTERTAINMENT 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “ENTERTAINMENT”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

INT. CL. 41/U.S. CLS. 101 AND 107 

FOR: * PRODUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION OF * 
MOTION PICTURES AND TELEVISION PROGRAMS FOR 
OTHERS. 

FIRST USE 8-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 8-0-1990. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
*GOODS/SERVICES* 


1,694,652. REG. 6-16-1992. VIP FOODS, INC. (WASHING- 
TON CORPORATION), 6349 SOUTH MEMORIAL, 
TULSA, OK, 74133, SN 74-156,639. FILED 4-12-1991. 
PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 729,984, 
OTHERS. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “QUIKFIX" AND “FROZEN FRESH GRADE A 
FANCY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 

INT. CL. 29/U.S. CL. 46 
FOR: FROZEN FOODS; NAMELY, VEGETABLES. 
FIRST USE 9-19-1989; IN COMMERCE 9-19-1989. 


1,499,788 AND 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
CITIZENSHIP 
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1,702,722. REG. 7-28-1992. CAVIAR PETROSSIAN 
(FRANCE CORPORATION), 18 BOULEVARD DE 
LATOUR-MAUBOURG, 75007 PARIS, FRANCE, SN 
74-109,222. FILED 10-24-1990. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


PETROSSIAN 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FRANCE 
APPLICATION NO. 205829, FILED 4-26-1990, REG. NO. 
1588963, DATED 4-26-1990, EXPIRES 4-26-2000. 

INT. CL. 3/U.S. CLS. 51 AND 52 

FOR: SOAPS FOR TOILET USE; TOILETRIES; 
NAMELY, PERFUME, ESSENTIAL OILS, HAIR LOTIONS 
AND DENTIFRICES . 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
FOREIGN REG. NO. 


1,705,067. REG. 8-4-1992. STANBEL, INC. (MASSACHU- 
SETTS CORPORATION), 6818 JARRY ST. EAST, ST. 
LEONARD, QUEBEC, CANADA, HIP 1W3, SN 
74-167,246. FILED 5-16-1991. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


ENVIRO-CORD 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 1,276,207. 
INT. CL. 22/U.S. CL. 2 

FOR: BIODEGRADABLE TWINE PACKAGED IN A 
DISPENSER. 

FIRST USE 3-22-1991; IN COMMERCE 3-22-1991. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
CITIZENSHIP 


1,705,980. REG. 8-4-1992. NATIONAL COURT REPORTERS 
ASSOCIATION (D.C. CORPORATION), 8224 OLD 
COURTHOUSE ROAD, VIENNA, VA, 22182, BY 
CHANGE OF NAME FROM NATIONAL SHORTHAND 
REPORTERS ASSOCIATION (D.C. CORPORATION), 
VIENNA, VA, SN 74-118,487. FILED 11-27-1990. PRINCI- 
PAL REGISTER. 


NCRA 


INT. CL. 200/U.S. CL. 200 

FOR: INDICATING MEMBERSHIP IN 
TION OF COURT REPORTERS. 

FIRST USE 7-1-1991; INCOMMERCE 7-1-1991. 


AN ASSOCIA- 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
*ASSIGNMENT/NAME CHANGE* 
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1,706,351. REG. 8-11-1992. SUPERIOR MEASUREMENT 
EQUIPMENT, INC. (TEXAS CORPORATION), 6633 
LINDBERGH STREET, HOUSTON, TX, 770875114, AS- 
SIGNEE OF ELLIOTT AUTOMATION COMPANY, INC. 
(DELAWARE CORPORATION), HOUSTON, TX, SN 
74-134,843. FILED 1-28-1991. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


ELLIOTT 


INT. CL. 9/U.S. CL. 26 

FOR: COMPUTERS AND FLUID FLOW MEASURE- 
MENT EQUIPMENT * FOR PIPELINE FLOW *. 

FIRST USE 12-31-1975; INCOMMERCE 12-31-1975. 


ELEMENTS AMENDED 
*GOODS/SERVICES* 


1,711,583. REG. 9-1-1992. YARD-O-LED PENCIL COMPA- 
NY LIMITED (UNITED KINGDOM LIMITED LIABIL- 
ITY COMPANY) FILOFAX HOUSE, FOREST ROAD, 
ILFORD, ESSEX, IG6 3HP, ENGLAND, SN 73-820,920. 
FILED 8-22-1989. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


YARD-O-LED 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON UNITED 
KINGDOM APPLICATION NO. 1389156, FILED 6-27-1989, 
REG. NO. 1389156, DATED 6-27-1989, EXPIRES 6-27-1996. 
INT. CL. 16/U.S. CLS. 2 AND 37 

FOR: PENS, [PENCILE] * PENCILS * , REFILLS FOR 
PENS AND PENCILS; PEN STANDS, INK BLOTTERS, 
INK STANDS, LETTER OPENERS, DESK SETS AND 
LETTER TRAYS. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
GOODS/SER VICES 


1,714,603. REG. 9-8-1992. SUPERCONDUCTIVITY, INC. 
(DELAWARE CORPORATION), 2114 EAGLE DRIVE, 
MIDDLETON, WI, 53562, SN _ 74-019,349. FILED 
1-16-1990. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


SSD 


INT. CL. 9/U.S. CL. 21 

FOR: ELECTRICAL POWER STORAGE, TRANSMIS- 
SION AND DISTRIBUTION EQUIPMENT EMPLOYING 
SUPERCONDUCTING MAGNETIC COILS. 

FIRST USE 11-0-1990; IN COMMERCE 5-8-1992. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
CITIZENSHIP 


1,716,393. REG. 9-15-1992. PONT DATA COMPANY, LTD. 
(UNITED KINGDOM CORPORATION), FINSBURY 
SQUARE, 6 CITY ROAD, LONDON, GREAT BRITAIN, 
EC1Y2AA, SN 73-725,206. FILED 4-28-1988. PRINCIPAL 
REGISTER. 


PONT INTERNATIONAL 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON UNITED 
KINGDOM APPLICATION NO. 1339851, FILED 3-29-1988, 
REG. NO. A1339851, DATED 3-29-1988, EXPIRES 
3-29-1995. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “INTERNATIONAL”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 

INT. CL. 36/U.S. CLS. 101 AND 102 

FOR: FINANCIAL SERVICES, NAMELY, SECURITIES 

BROKERAGE. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
[ASSIGNMENT/NAME CHANGE] 


1,717,035. REG. 9-15-1992. POWER TOOL SPECIALISTS, 
INC. (MASSACHUSETTS CORPORATION), 3 CRAFTS- 
MAN ROAD, EAST WINDSOR, CT, 06088, SN 74-091,111. 
FILED 8-27-1990. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


INT. CL. 7/U.S. CL. 23 

FOR: STATIONARY/BENCH ELECTRIC POWER 
TOOLS; NAMELY, TABLE SAWS, SCROLL SAWS, MITER 
SAWS, WOOD SHAPER, BAND SAWS, HORIZONTAL 
BAND SAW, DRILL PRESSES, DRILL/MILL MACHINE, 
BELT/DISC SANDER, FLOOR JOINTER, PLANERS, 
GRINDERS, LATHE AND PARTS THEREFOR. 

FIRST USE 3-14-1991; IN COMMERCE 3-14-1991. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
CITIZENSHIP 


1,719,894. REG. 9-29-1992. HYDRO SCIENCES CORPORA- 
TION (GEORGIA CORPORATION), 2256 MARIETTA 
BOULEVARD, ATLANTA, GA, 30318, SN 74-113,724. 
FILED 11-8-1990. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “WATER”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
INT. CL. 9/U.S. CL. 26 

FOR: APPARATUS FOR SENSING WATER IN FUEL 
AND PURGING [ IN] * IT * THEREFROM. 

FIRST USE 8-20-1990; IN COMMERCE 8-20-1990. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
GOODS/SERVICES 
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1,721,026. REG. 9-29-1992. NIKE, INC. (OREGON CORPO- 
RATION), 3900 S.W. MURRAY BOULEVARD, BEAVER- 
TON, OR, 97005, SN 74-105,420. FILED 10-12-1990. PRIN- 
CIPAL REGISTER. 


INT. CL. 18/U.S. CL. 3 
FOR: ALL-PURPOSE SPORTS BAGS. 
FIRST USE 6-25-1991; IN COMMERCE 6-25-1991. 
INT. CL. 25/U.S. CL. 39 
FOR: * FOOTWEAR; * 
SHIRTS AND TANK TOPS. 
FIRST USE 1-23-1991; INCOMMERCE 1-23-1991. 


CLOTHING; NAMELY, T- 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
*GOODS/SERVICES* 


1,723,187. REG. 10-13-1992. REAL CONFECTIONERY COM- 
PANY LIMITED, THE (UNITED KINGDOM CORPORA- 
TION), SWORD HOUSE, TOTTERIDGE ROAD, HIGH 
WYCOMBE BUCKS HPIi3 6EJ, ENGLAND, SN 
73-786,704. FILED 3-14-1989. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


VITAFRUIT 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44D) ON UNITED 
KINGDOM APPLICATION NO. 1359518, FILED 9-30-1988, 
REG. NO. AI1359518, DATED 9-30-1988, EXPIRES 
9-30-1995. 

PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON UNITED 
KINGDOM APPLICATION NO. 1359517, FILED 9-30-1988, 
REG. NO. AI1359517, DATED 9-30-1988, EXPIRES 
9-30-1995. 

INT. CL. 5/U.S. CL. 46 

FOR: MEDICATED CONFECTIONERY; 
CANDY. 

INT. CL. 30/U.S. CL. 46 

FOR: NON-MEDICATED CONFECTIONERY; NAMELY, 
CANDY. 


NAMELY, 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 

OWNER ADDRESS 

PRIORITY CLAIMED STATEMENT 
[DBA/AKA] 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


1,724,516. REG. 10-13-1992. NIKE, INC. (OREGON CORPO- 


RATION), 3900 S.W. MURRAY BOULEVARD, BEAVER- 
TON, OR, 97005, SN 74-002,390. FILED 11-16-1989. PRIN- 
CIPAL REGISTER. 


CHALLENGE COURT 


INT. CL. 18/U.S. CL. 3 

FOR: ALL-PURPOSE SPORTS BAGS [ AND BACK- 
PACKS]. 

FIRST USE 1-25-1989; IN COMMERCE 1-25-1989. 
INT. CL. 25/U.S. CL. 39 

FOR: CLOTHING, NAMELY, HEADWEAR, HEAD- 
BANDS, JACKETS, PANTS, SHIRTS, SHORTS, SKIRTS, 
SOCKS, [SWEATERS,] SWEATSHIRTS, T-SHIRTS, [UN- 
DERWEAR, VESTS,] * AND * WARM-UP SUITS [, AND 
WRISTBANDS]. 

FIRST USE 1-25-1989; IN COMMERCE 1-25-1989. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
*GOODS/SERVICES* 
GOODS/SERVICES 
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1,727,001. REG. 10-27-1992. GAASTRA INTERNATIONAL 
LICENSING N.V. (NETHERLANDS CORPORATION), 6 
J.B. GORSIRAWEG, CURACAO, NETHERLD ANTIL- 
LES, SN 74-184,055. FILED 7-11-1991. PRINCIPAL REG- 
ISTER. 


INT. CL. 6/U.S. CLS. 13 AND 14 

FOR: METAL MASTS, BOOMS AND SPARS, RIGGINGS 
FOR MASTS, ANCHORS, CHAINS (EXCEPT DRIVING 
CHAINS FOR VEHICLES), METAL WIRES AND CABLES 
(NON-ELECTRIC). 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 
INT. CL. 18/U.S. CLS. 3 AND 41 

FOR: TOTE BAGS, TRUNKS, TRAVELLING BAGS, UM- 
BRELLAS, SAIL BAGS AND SAILOR’S EQUIPMENT 
BAGS. 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 
INT. CL. 19/U.S. CL. 12 

FOR: NON-METAL MASTS, BOOMS, SPARS AND FINS. 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 
INT. CL. 22/U.S. CLS. 19 AND 22 

FOR: SAILS. 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 
INT. CL. 25/U.S. CL. 39 

FOR: SWEATSHIRTS, SHORTS, WOVEN SHIRTS, TEE- 
SHIRTS, TRACK SUITS, AEROBIC WEAR; NAMELY, 
([LOETARDS] * LEOTARDS * AND TIGHTS, FOUL 
WEATHER WEAR; NAMELY, JACKETS, PANTS, HATS 
AND GLOVES, TROUSERS, HATS, SKI WEAR; NAMELY, 
JACKETS, PANTS, HATS AND GLOVES, WET SUITS, 
SAILING GLOVES AND FOOT WEAR. 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; INCOMMERCE 0-0-1982. 
INT. CL. 28/U.S. CL. 22 

FOR: NON-MOTORIZED WIND SAILERS, SAILING 
HARNESSES * , * SURFBOARDS, WIND-SURFING 
BOARDS, WATER SKIS, AND PARTS AND FITTINGS 
AND EQUIPMENT FOR THE AFORESAID; SAIL BAGS, 
TOE STRAPS AND TOE STRAP COVERS. 

FIRST USE 0-0-1973; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1982. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
*GOODS/SERVICES* 
GOODS/SERVICES 
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1,727,348. REG. 10-27-1992. FLAT-BACK CORPORATION 
(NEW YORK CORPORATION), SUITE 161, 194 KA- 
TONAH AVENUE, KATONAH, NY, 10536, SN 74-245,683. 
FILED 2-12-1992. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


FLAT-BACK 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 921,196. 
INT. CL. 10/U.S. CL. 44 

FOR: PORTABLE VERTEBRAL COLUMN SUPPORT 
FOR MEDICAL USE. 

FIRST USE 7-23-1970; IN COMMERCE 7-23-1970. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
OWNER NAME 


1,729,140. REG. 11-3-1992. FLAT-BACK CORPORATION 
(NEW YORK CORPORATION), SUITE 161, 194 KA- 
TONAH AVENUE, KATONAH, NY, 10536, SN 74-245,686. 
FILED 2-12-1992. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


THE STIPPLING IN THE DRAWING IS FOR DESIGN 
AND SHADING PURPOSES AND IS NOT INTENDED TO 
INDICATE COLOR. 

INT. CL. 10/U.S. CL. 44 

FOR: PORTABLE VERTEBRAL COLUMN SUPPORT 
FOR MEDICAL USE. 

FIRST USE 10-13-1970; INCOMMERCE 10-13-1970. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
OWNER NAME 
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1,729,293. REG. 11-3-1992. MORGAN GUARANTY TRUST 
COMPANY OF NEW YORK, THE (NEW YORK CORPO- 
RATION), DBA EXECUTOR OF THE ESTATE OF 
IRVING BERLIN, AN ESTATE OF NEW YORK, SEV- 
ENTH FLOOR, 9 WEST 57TH STREET, NEW YORK, 
NY, 10019, SN 74-226,406. FILED 11-27-1991. PRINCIPAL 
REGISTER. 


IRVING BERLIN MUSIC 
COMPANY 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 


USE “MUSIC COMPANY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN. 


INT. CL. 16/U.S. CL. 38 


FOR: MUSIC PUBLICATIONS; 
MUSIC. 


FIRST USE 10-10-1991; IN COMMERCE 10-10-1991. 


NAMELY, SHEET 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
OWNER NAME 
DBA/AKA 


1,730,670. REG. 11-10-1992. ROSY B. VERSAND GMBH 
(FED REP GERMANY GMBH) IN DER WASSERWIESE 
1, 8102 MITTENWALD, FED REP GERMANY,, SN 
73-808,074. FILED 6-21-1989. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


PEDI-FORM 


PRIORITY CLAIMED UNDER SEC. 44(D) ON FED REP 
GERMANY APPLICATION NO. R47547/8WZ, FILED 
12-22-1988, REG. NO. 1178039, DATED 6-19-1991, EXPIRES 
12-22-1998. 

INT. CL. 8/U.S. CLS. 23 AND 44 

FOR: ELECTRIC NAIL BRUSHES, NAIL [PUFFERS] * 
BUFFERS * , NAIL CLIPPERS AND NAIL NIPPERS FOR 
[MANICURE] * MANICURES * AND PEDICURES AND 
ELECTRIC NAIL BRUSHES, NAIL BUFFERS, NAIL CLIP- 
PERS AND NAIL NIPPERS FOR THE CARE OF FINGER- 
NAILS AND TOENAILS. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
GOODS/SERVICES 


1,730,846. REG. 11-10-1992. CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD 
OF DIRECTORS OFTHE FIRST CHURCH OF CHRIST, 
SCIENTIST, THE (MASSACHUSETTS BODY CORPO- 
RATE) 175 HUNTINGTON AVENUE, BOSTON, MA, 
02115, SN 74-257,135. FILED 3-19-1992. PRINCIPAL REG- 
ISTER. 


—A~. 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 403,487. 
“MARY BAKER EDDY” IS THE DECEASED FOUNDER 
OF THE FIRST CHURCH OF CHRIST, SCIENTIST. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 
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THE MARK CONSISTS OF A FACSIMILE OF THE SIG- 
NATURE OF “MARY BAKER EDDY”. 
INT. CL. 9/U.S. CLS. 21, 26 AND 36 

FOR: PRERECORDED AUDIO AND VIDEO TAPES 
AND PRERECORDED LASER DISCS AND COMPUTER 
DISKETTES OF PERFORMANCES OF RELIGIOUS 
MUSIC OR TEXT. 

FIRST USE 0-0-1951; IN COMMERCE 0-0-1951. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
NAME/PORTRAIT DESCRIPTION OR CONSENT 


1,732,521. REG. 11-17-1992. FISKARS INC. (WISCONSIN 
CORPORATION), 535 SCIENCE DRIVE, STE. D, MADI- 
SON, WI, 53711, SN 74-203,799. FILED 9-16-1991. PRINCI- 
PAL REGISTER. 


GERBER 


Legendary/p mA Blades 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NOS. 512,677 AND 521,425. 

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “BLADES”, APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN. 
INT. CL. 8/U.S. CL. 23 

FOR: CUTLERY OF ALL KINDS; NAMELY, STEAK 
KNIVES, CHEF KNIVES, BUTCHER KNIVES, BREAD 
KNIVES, UTILITY KNIVES, PEELING KNIVES, PARING 
KNIVES, [BONDING] * BONING * KNIVES, FILETING 
KNIVES, SLICING KNIVES, MINCING KNIVES, VEGE- 
TABLE KNIVES, TABLE KNIVES, CITRUS KNIVES, 
CLEAVERS, KNIVE SHARPENING STEELS, CERAMIC 
HONES, KNIFE STORAGE BLOCKS SOLD WITH 
KNIVES AND CUTTING BOARDS SOLD AS A UNIT, 
AND CARVING FORKS; HUNTING, SURVIVAL, AND 
SPORTS KNIVES;SCISSORS; AND SHEATHS AND 
SHARPENERS FOR KNIVES AND SCISSORS. 

FIRST USE 1-0-1975; INCOMMERCE 1-0-1975. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
GOODS/SERVICES 


1,732,940. REG. 11-17-1992. SPAN PUBLISHING, INC. (WIS- 
CONSIN CORPORATION), P.O. BOX 365, STEVENS 
POINT, WI, 54481, SN 74-140,172. FILED 2-19-1991. PRIN- 
CIPAL REGISTER. 


THE NATIONAL 
DIRECTORY OF LAW 
ENFORCEMENT 
ADMINISTRATORS 


NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO 
USE “DIRECTORY”, APART FROM THE MARK AS 
SHOWN 
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U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


SEC. 2(F). 
INT. CL. 16/U.S. CL. 38 

FOR: DIRECTORIES IN THE FIELD OF LAW EN- 
FORCEMENT. 

FIRST USE 7-0-1986; IN COMMERCE 7-0-1986. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
DISCLAIMER 


1,804,979. REG. 11-16-1993. EKA NOBEL, AB (SWEDEN 
CORPORATION), S-445, 80 BOHUS, SWEDEN, 30062, AS- 
SIGNEE OF EKA NOBEL, INC. (DELAWARE CORPO- 
RATION), MARIETTA, GA, SN 74-058,284. FILED 
5-11-1990. PRINCIPAL REGISTER. 


SVP-LITE 


OWNER OF U.S. REG. NO. 967,448. 
INT. CL. 7/U.S. CL. 23 

FOR: PREFABRICATED CHEMICAL PROCESSING 
PLANTS, COMPRISING PUMPS, CONDENSERS, PIPES, 
CONTROL SYSTEMS AND REACTION VESSELS FOR 
THE PRODUCTION OF CHLORINE DIOXIDE. 

FIRST USE 3-20-1993; IN COMMERCE 3-20-1993. 
INT. CL. 37/U.S. CL. 103 

FOR: PLANNING, LAYING OUT AND CUSTOM CON- 
STRUCTION OF CHEMICAL PROCESSING PLANTS. 

FIRST USE 6-23-1992; IN COMMERCE 6-23-1992. 


ELEMENTS CORRECTED 
*ASSIGNMENT/NAME CHANGE* 





TRADEMARK REGISTRATIONS—NEW 
CERTIFICATES 


New Certificates issued under section 7(c) of the Trademark Act of 1946 for the unexpired term of the original 
registrations. 


1,595,290. QT (STYLIZED). INT. CLS. 16, 35, 40, 41 AND 
42. QUALTEC, INC., PALM BEACH GARDENS, FL. 
REG. 5-8-1990. NEW CERT. SEC. 7(C) TO QUALTEC 
QUALITY SERVICES, INC., NORTH PALM BEACH, 
FL. 
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(Registered; Renewed; Canceled; Amended, Corrected, etc.; New Certificates; 12c Publications.) 
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A & H SPORTSWEAR CO., INC., PEN ARGYL, PA: 
1,459,329, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 

A CLASSIC TIME WATCH CO., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,867, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 

A. DELORME ET FILS, 42308 ROANNE, FRANCE: 
1,814,967, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 24. 

A. L. WILSON CHEMICAL COMPANY, KEARNY, NJ: 
585,488. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 52 (INT. CL. 3). 
585,489. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 52 (INT. CL. 3). 

A.M.S. BAESHEN & CO., JEDDAH, SAUDI ARABIA: 
1,440,135, CANC. INT. CL. 34. 

A-VEDA CORPORATION, BLAINE, MN: 

1,815,173, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 

A/S BOEL FOODS LTD., COPENHAGEN, K, DENMARK: 
1,440,078, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 

A/S RIPENSA, RIBE, DENMARK: 

1,440,088, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 

AB ASTRA, S-151 SODERTALJE, SWEDEN: 
1,814,659, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 

ABRA ENTERPRISES, INC., LEVITTOWN, NY: 
1,440,221, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 

ABRICOT LIMITED, LENEXA, KS: 

1,439,982, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 


ACCESS INDUSTRIES, INC., GRANDVIEW, MO, DBA 
THE CHENEY COMPANY: 


1,814,717, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
ACCOR, PARIS, FRANCE: 
1,440,173, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 


ACCOUNTING FIRMS ASSOCIATED, 
VILLE, FL: 


1,815,419, INT. CL. 16. 

ACCURATE FINISHING, INC., ELBURN, IL: 
1,815,039, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 

ACCUTIME WATCH CORP., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,858, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 

ACE INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY, SHREVEPORT, LA: 
1,815,530, INT. CL. 5. 


ACE ORTHOPEDIC MANUFACTURING, INC., LOS AN- 
GELES, CA: 


1,815,395, INT. CL. 10. 


ACE PECAN COMPANY, INC., ELK GROVE VILLAGE, 
IL: 


1,440,108, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
ACME ELECTRIC CORPORATION, EAST AURORA, NY: 
1,814,766, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 


ACO POLYMER PRODUCTS, _INC., 
COUNTY, OH: 


1,439,964, CANC. INT. CL. 19. 
1,439,965, CANC. INT. CL. 19. 


ADVANCE STORES COMPANY, INCORPORATED, ROA- 
NOKE, VA: 


1,815,267, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


ADVANCED FLORAL CONCEPTS, INC., LA GRANGE 
PARK, IL: 


1,439,989, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 


INC., GAINES- 


CUYAHOGA 


ADVANCED POLISHING PRODUCTS, ALAMEDA, CA: 
1,814,641, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
ADVENTURERS ENTERPRISES, INC., RALEIGH, NC: 
1,815,570, INT. CL. 36. 
AGC, INC., CLEVELAND, OH: 
1,814,870, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 15 AND 20. 
AGRIMAX, INC., PLYMOUTH, MN: 
1,815,566, INT. CL. 31. 
AGROPECUARIOS DESHIDRATADOS, S.A. DE C.V., SAN 
NICOLAS DE LOS GARZA, N.L., MEXICO: 
1,815,472, INT. CL. 29. 
AHMAD MOMENI, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,042, CANC. INT. CL. 27. 
AIRSEP CORPORATION, BUFFALO, NY: 
1,815,392, INT. CL. 10. 
AIRSOC, INC., REDMOND, WA: 
1,815,008, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
AIRWICK INDUSTRIES, INC., CARLSTADT, NJ: 
1,439,795, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
ALBRIGHT & WILSON INC., RICHMOND, VA: 
1,439,712, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
ALCO STANDARD CORPORATION, VALLEY FORGE, 
PA: 
1,439,999, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 
ALEXIS LICHINE & CIE, 33300 BORDEAUX, FRANCE: 
1,815,076, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 33. 
ALKEBUJA GROUP LTD., BRONX, NY: 
1,440,176, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
ALL JOKES ASIDE, LTD., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,815,271, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
ALL-UNION FOREIGN TRADE ASSOCIATION “ALMAZ- 
JUVELIREXPORT”, MOSCOW, SOVIET UNION: 
1,439,900, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 14 
AND 35. 
ALLAR PRODUCTIONS, INC., FREEPORT, NY: 
1,440,138, CANC. INT. CL. 34. 
ALLEN, JOHN P., GREAT NECK, NY: 
1,815,208, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
ALLIED CORPORATION, MORRISTOWN, NJ: 
1,440,004, CANC. INT. CL. 22. 
ALLING & CORY COMPANY, THE, ROCHESTER, NY: 
1,814,911, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
ALOIS POSCHL GMBH & CO. KG, 84034 LANDSHUT, 
FED REP GERMANY, ALOIS POSCHL O.HG. 


SCHNUPF-U RAUCHTABAKFABRIKEN, LANDSHUT, 
BAVARIA, FED REP GERMANY: 


979,768. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 17 (INT. CL. 34). 
ALPHA PRODUCTS, INC., ATLANTA, GA: 
1,815,028, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
ALPHA WIRE CORPORATION, ELIZABETH, NJ: 
1,815,356, INT. CL. 9. 
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ALTA ANALYTICS, INC., DUBLIN, OH FROM NETMAP 
(USA) INC., LONDON SWI1Y 4EE, ENGLAND: 
1,815,343, INT. CL. 9. 


ALTERATIONS EXPRESS INCORPORATED, TOLEDO, 
OH: 


1,815,164, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 40. 

ALTHIN CD MEDICAL, INC., MIAMI LAKES, FL: 
1,815,387, INT. CL. 10. 

ALTIERI, JOSEPH A., BRONX, NY: 
1,815,507, INT. CL. 41. 

AMA INVESTMENT ADVISERS, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,815,127, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 

AMBEST, INC., FRANKLIN, TN: 
1,815,110, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 


AMERICA’S ULTIMATE V ENTERTAINMENT EX- 
TRAVAGANZA, FARMINGTON HILLS, MI: 
1,440,222, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 


AMERICAN BARTENDING ACADEMY, INC., KANSAS 
CITY, MO: 


1,440,236, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
— BRALERS ASSOCIATION, INC., GANADO, 
1,440,360, CANC. U.S. CL. 200. 
AMERICAN FAMILY LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY OF 
COLUMBUS, COLUMBUS, GA: 
1,815,126, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
AMERICAN FENCE CORPORATION, PHOENIX, AZ: 
1,814,702, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
AMERICAN FOODS GROUP, GREEN BAY, WI: 
1,815,557, INT. CL. 29. 
AMERICAN GENERAL FINANCE, INC., EVANSVILLE, 
IN, DBA CREDIT CENTERS, INC.: 
1,815,119, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
AMERICAN GREETINGS CORPORATION, CLEVELAND, 
OH: 
1,439,836, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 9, 15, 
16, 20, 21, 24 AND 28. 
AMERICAN LAWN MOWER CO., MUNCIE, IN: 
1,814,709, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
AMERICAN MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, CHICAGO, IL: 
1,815,506, INT. CL. 41. 
AMERICAN OLEAN TILE COMPANY, INC., LANSDALE, 
PA: 
1,439,971, CANC. INT. CL. 19. 


AMERICAN SOCIETY OF LIPO-SUCTION SURGERY, 
INC., THE, CHICAGO, IL: 


1,815,216, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


AMERICAN SPEEDY PRINTING CENTERS, 
BLOOMFIELD HILLS, MI: 


1,815,111, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 35 AND 42. 
AMERICAN SPORTS DESIGNS, INC., BATON ROUGE, 
LA: 
1,815,041, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
AMERICAN SUPPLY & MACHINERY MANUFACTUR- 
ERS’ ASSOCIATION, INC., CLEVELAND, OH: 
1,814,894, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPA- 
NY, NEW YORK, NY: 


1,440,146, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
1,815,341, INT. CL. 9. 
1,815,360, INT. CL. 9. 
1,815,493, INT. CL. 37. 
AMERICAN TRAVEL SYSTEMS, INC., ELKHART, IN: 
1,814,855, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 


AMERICAN VETERINARY PRODUCTS, 
COLLINS, CO: 


1,814,660, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,814,661, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 


AMERICAN WAY FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORA- 
TION, SOUTHFIELD, MI, DBA THE AMERICAN WAY: 
1,815,130, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 


INC., 


INC., FORT 
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AMERICA3 FOUNDATION, WESTON, MA: 
1,815,081, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
AMERIFIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS & LOAN ASSOCIA- 
TION, MIAMI, FL: 
1,440,141, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 35 
AND 36. 
AMOS PRESS, INC., SIDNEY, OH: 
1,815,547, INT. CL. 16. 
AMSTED INDUSTRIES INCORPORATED, CHICAGO, IL: 
1,814,704, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
AMWAY CORPORATION, ADA, MI: 
1,815,310, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 8 AND 21. 
ANALYTICA OF BRANFORD, INC., BRANFORD, CT: 
1,814,789, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
ANALYTICAL BIOCHEMISTRY LABORATORIES, INC., 
COLUMBIA, MO: 
1,815,274, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
ANDERSON, GARY MARTIN, KNOXVILLE, TN: 
1,440,099, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
ANDIS COMPANY, RACINE, WI: 
1,483,132, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
ANDREAS, STEVE, BOULDER, CO: 
1,814,749, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 9, 16 AND 41. 
ANHEUSER-BUSCH, INCORPORATED, ST. LOUIS, MO: 
1,814,985, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
ANNALISA SALSA, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
1,440,106, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
ANNIE’S ATTIC, INC., IRVING, TX: 
1,814,904, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
ANTONIO PUIG, S.A., BARCELONA, SPAIN: 
1,814,635, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
APOSTOLATE FOR FAMILY CONSECRATION, 
BLOOMINGDALE, OH: 
1,814,751, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, U.S. CL. 
200 INT. CLS. 9, 16 AND 42. 
APPLIED POWER INC., MILWAUKEE, WI: 
1,814,699, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
AQUA PURE, INC., CLEARWATER, FL: 
1,440,291, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
AQUA VIE BEVERAGE CORPORATION, KETCHUM, ID: 
1,815,072, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 32. 
ARAMIS INC., NEW YORK, NY, YOUNGHUSBAND, 
JAMES L., CHICAGO, IL: 
306,254. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 51 (INT. CL. 3). 
ARCADIAN CORPORATION, PARSIPPANY, NJ: 
1,439,716, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
ARCHER DANIELS MIDLAND COMPANY, DECATUR, 
IL: 
1,815,058, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 30. 
AREZZO GOLD & SILVER JEWELRY CENTER, INC., 
NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,412, INT. CL. 14. 
ARIZONA AUTOMOBILE ASSOCIATION, PHOENIX, AZ: 
1,814,895, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
ARMOLOY CORPORATION, THE, DEKALB, IL: 
1,814,623, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 2 AND 40. 
ARMSTRONG WORLD INDUSTRIES, INC., LANCASTER, 
PA: 
1,815,015, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 27. 
AROMATIQUE, INC., WEST MEMPHIS, AR: 
1,439,748, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
ART MART, LTD., BOULDER, CO: 
1,815,238, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
ARTHUR S. DE MOSS FOUNDATION, ST. DAVIDS, PA: 
1,815,232, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


INC., 
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ARTIS, INC., BUELLTON, CA: 

1,815,021, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
ARTMAN & COMPANY, DELMONT, PA: 

979,324. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 19 (INT. CL. 12). 
ARTOS, INC., MCLEAN, VA: 

1,440,258, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 


ASAHI OPTICAL CO., LTD., 
JAPAN: 


1,439,859, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 
ASHER PLASTIC MFG. CO., LTD., FO TAN YUEK, 
SHATIN, NEW TERRITORIES, HONG KONG: 
1,440,327, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 
ASICS CORPORATION, CHUO-KU, KOBE 650, JAPAN: 
1,814,972, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 

ASPELL, PATRICK J., SAN ANTONIO, TX, DBA TRUST- 
EE OF PATRICK J. ASPELL JR. TRUST (1991) AND 
ASPELL, DENISE D., SAN ANTONIO, TX, DBA TRUST- 
EE OF PATRICK J. ASPELL JR. TRUST (1991): 

1,814,905, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


ASSOCIATED WHOLESALE GROCERS, INC., KANSAS 
CITY, KS: 


1,814,644, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
ASTRO MFG. CO. INC., SHIPPENVILLE, PA: 
976,276. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 19 (INT. CL. 12). 


ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY COMPA- 
NY, THE, SCHAUMBURG, IL: 


1,814,887, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 

ATLANTIC RICHFIELD COMPANY, LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,439,856, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 

AUDREY COHEN COLLEGE, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,192, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 

AUSTENAL INTERNATIONAL, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,440,297, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 

AUTODESK, INC., SAUSALITO, CA: 
1,815,120, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 


AUTOMATED TRAVEL SOLUTIONS, INC., NEW YORK, 
NY: 


1,814,757, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
AVANTS & BANKER, VICTORVILLE, CA: 
1,440,112, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 


AVECOR CARDIOVASCULAR INC., PLYMOUTH, MN 


FROM SCIMED LIFE SYSTEMS, INC., MAPLE GROVE, 
MN: 


1,815,388, INT. CL. 10. 
B.V. FABRIEK VAN KLINKNAGELS & SCHROEFBOU- 


TEN V/H JOH.SMIT, 2983 GB RIDDERKERK, NETHER- 
LANDS: 


1,814,698, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 

BABY’S BENEFIT, INC., COLORADO SPRINGS, CO: 
1,440,266, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 

BAKER HUGHES INCORPORATED, HOUSTON, TX: 
1,814,835, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 

BAM PUBLICATIONS, PLEASANT HILL, CA: 
1,814,921, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 

BANCO ESPANOL DE CREDITO, S.A., MADRID, SPAIN: 
1,550,496, AM. INT. CL. 36. 

BANDAI AMERICA INCORPORATED, CERRITOS, CA: 
1,815,031, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 

BANKAMERICA CORPORATION, SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
1,440,172, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
1,815,571, INT. CL. 36. 

BARATTI & MILANO S.R.1., I - 10136 TORINO, ITALY: 
1,815,056, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 30. 

BARBANEL, HOWARD S., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,486, INT. CL. 33. 

BARBEQUES GALORE, INC., IRVINE, CA: 
1,815,278, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


BARCELO & CO. C. POR A., SANTO DOMINGO, DOMINI- 
CAN REP: 


1,440,344, CANC. INT. CL. 33. 


ITABASHI-KU, TOKYO, 
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BARI ASSOCIATES, INC., FORT LAUDERDALE, FL: 
1,814,869, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 15. 
BARNES-BROOK, CHERIE LYNNETTE, HUNTSVILLE, 
AL: 
1,814,834, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
BARNES, RANDAL, WEBSTER, TX, DBA FUN-TIONAL 
TOYS: 
1,439,824, CANC. INT. CL. 8. 
BARNWOOD ENTERPRISES, INC., JEFFERSONVILLE, 
PA: 
1,815,066, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 31. 
BARTON PROTECTIVE SERVICES INCORPORATED, 
ATLANTA, GA: 
1,815,287, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
BASF AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, LUDWIGSHAFEN, FED 
REP GERMANY: 
1,439,701, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
BATEMAN EICHLER, HILL RICHARDS INCORPORAT- 
ED, LOS ANGLES, CA: 
1,440,182, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
BATEMAN EICHLER, HILL RICHARDS INCORPORAT- 
ED, LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,440,183, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
BAUCOM, JOHNNY DARRYL, CHARLOTTE, NC: 
1,815,482, INT. CL. 31. 
BAUSCH & LOMB PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., TAMPA, 
FL: 
1,814,657, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
BAXTER DIAGNOSTICS INC., DEERFIELD, IL: 
1,814,777, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
BAYER AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, 5090 LEVERKUSEN- 
BAYERWERK, FED REP GERMANY, FARBENFABRI- 


KEN BAYER, LEVERKUSEN-BAYERWERK, FED REP 
GERMANY: 


579,085. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 5 (INT. CL. 1). 
BAYER AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, LEVERKUSEN- 
BAYERWERK, FED REP GERMANY: 
1,439,779, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
BAYERISCHE MOTOREN WERKE AG, W-8000 MUN- 
CHEN 40, FED REP GERMANY: 
1,814,937, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 18, 25 AND 41. 
BCS FINANCIAL CORPORATION, CHICAGO, IL: 
1,815,096, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
BEECHAM INC., BRISTOL, TN: 
1,439,808, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
BELCO ASSOCIATES, INC., CANYON COUNTRY, CA: 
1,439,850, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
BELIEVE, INC., LANGLEY, WA: 
1,815,469, INT. CL. 29. 
BELL ATLANTIC NETWORK SERVICES, INC., ARLING- 
TON, VA: 
1,815,131, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
1,815,152, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 38 AND 42. 
BELL’S WATCHES & CLOCKS INDUSTRIAL CO., LTD., 
TA-YA, TAICHUNG, TAIWAN: 
1,814,863, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 
BEN DAVIS MFG. CO., SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
1,814,998, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
BENDELCO, INC., WILMINGTON, DE: 
1,815,299, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 3 AND 25. 
BENJAMIN JOHNSTON ENTERPRISES, VIRGINIA 
BEACH, VA: 
1,814,996, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
BENZ, DONALD E., OVERLAND PARK, KS: 
962,564. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 21 (INT. CL. 11). 
BERGQUIST COMPANY, THE, MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,814,933, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 17. 
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BERKLEY, INC., SPIRIT LAKE, IA: 
1,815,461, INT. CL. 28. 

BERKLINE CORPORATION, THE, MORRISTOWN, TN: 
1,815,430, INT. CL. 20. 

BERWIND CORPORATION, PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,440,269, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 

— MESSIAH CONGREGATION, GAITHERSBURG, 
1,815,304, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 41 AND 42. 

BETTER BRANDS, INC., RIDGEWOOD, NY: 
1,440,075, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 

BETZ ENERGY CHEMICALS, INC., VENTURA, CA: 
1,815,316, INT. CL. 1. 

BETZ LABORATORIES, INC., TREVOSE, PA: 
1,815,162, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 39. 

BIBB COMPANY, THE, MACON, GA: 
1,815,552, INT. CL. 24. 

BICKEL & COLEMAN: See— 

BICKEL, BRANDEN E.. 
BICKEL, BRANDEN E., SAN FRANCISCO, CA FROM 
BICKEL & COLEMAN, SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 

1,815,543, INT. CL. 16. 

BIG BURGER, INC., OAK BROOK, IL: 
1,815,273, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


BIG VALLEY MARKETING CORPORATION, FREMONT, 
CA, AKA BIG VALLEY CORP.: 


1,815,560, INT. CL. 29. 
BIO GRO SYSTEMS, INC., ANNAPOLIS, MD: 
1,815,282, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


BIO-IMAGING TECHNOLOGIES, INC., WEST TRENTON, 
NJ: 


1,815,244, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
BIOBALANCE GMBH MEDIZINGERATE THERAPIE- 
PRODUKTE, KIRCHEN-SIEG, FED REP GERMANY: 

1,439,863, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 

BIOSCAN, INC., EDMONDS, WA: 
1,814,799, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

BISTERFELDT, RICHARD, BEVERLY HILLS, CA: 
1,815,205, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 

BLENDER PRODUCTS, INC., DENVER, CO: 
1,814,825, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
1,814,826, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
1,814,827, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 

BLOOR AUTOMOTIVE INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,814,857, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 

BLOVAC (AUSTRALIA) PTY. LTD., 

QUEENSLAND 4215, AUSTRALIA: 
1,814,710, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
BLUE BELL, INC., GREENSBORO, NC: 
1,815,451, INT. CL. 25. 
BLUE CROSS AND BLUE SHIELD OF VIRGINIA, RICH- 
MOND, VA: 
1,815,128, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
BLUE FOX TACKLE COMPANY, CAMBRIDGE, MN: 
1,815,038, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
BMC INDUSTRIES, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,815,373, INT. CL. 9. 

BOARD OF REGENTS OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
ACTING FOR AND ON BEHALF OF FLORIDA STATE 
UNIVERSITY, THE, TALLAHASSEE, FL: 

1,440,206, CANC. INT. CL. 38. 

BOB DANZEISEN, INC., CHERRY HILL, NJ: 

960,073. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 101 (INT. CL. 42). 

BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION, BOISE, ID: 

1,439,933, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
1,815,347, INT. CL. 9. 
BOMBARDIER INC., MONTREAL QUEBEC, CANADA, 


BOMBARDIER LIMITED, VALCOURT, QUEBEC, 
CANADA: 


968,022. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 19 (INT. CL. 12). 
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BONE, WILBURN L, JR., RAYTOWN, MO: 
1,815,342, INT. CL. 9. 
BOOT ROYALTY COMPANY, WILMINGTON, DE: 
1,815,268, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
BOOTS COMANY PLC, THE, NOTTINGHAM NG2 3AA, 
ENGLAND: 
1,814,658, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
BOSTON RUNNING NEWS, INC., WALTHAM, MA, DBA 
NEW ENGLAND SPORT'S PUBLICATIONS: 
1,815,546, INT. CL. 16. 
BOYS CLUBS OF THE PALM BEACHES, INC., WEST 
PALM BEACH, FL: 
1,440,262, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
BRAND COMPANIES, INC., THE, WESTCHESTER, IL: 
1,815,144, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 37, 39, 40 AND 42. 
BRAVE CORPORATION, COLUMBUS, 
CORPORATION, COLUMBUS, IN: 
1,439,978, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
BRIGHT STAR HOLDING, INC., LAS VEGAS, NV: 
1,440,242, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
BRINGER INN INCORPORATED, SAGINAW, MI: 
1,815,235, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
BRITCHES OF GEORGETOWNE, INC., HERNDON, VA: 
1,815,555, INT. CL. 25. 
BROOKINS, MICHAEL A., ANNANDALE, VA: 
1,815,292, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
BROOKS FURNITURE MPFG., INC., TAZEWELL, TN: 
1,815,550, INT. CL. 20. 
BROWER INSURANCE AGENCY, DAYTON, OH: 
1,815,139, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
BRUNNER, PAUL B., OVANDO, MT AND BRUNNER, 
KAREN LEE T., OVANDO, MT: 
1,815,465, INT. CL. 28. 
BRUNO BLENHEIM, INC., FORT LEE, NJ: 
1,814,886, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
BRUNSWICK CORPORATION, LAKE FOREST, IL: 
970,660. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 22 (INT. CL. 28). 
BS&B SAFETY SYSTEMS, INC., TULSA, OK: 
1,814,746, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
BUCK STOVES WEST, INC., BENICIA, CA, DBA BSW 
INC.: 
1,439,889, CANC. INT. CL. 11. 
BUCKBOARD ENTERPRISES, TUCSON, AZ: 
1,439,869, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 
BUDGET HELPER, INC., BLOOMINGTON, MN: 
1,814,875, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
BUFFALO DON’S ARTESIAN WELLS, LTD., PLYM- 
OUTH, MI: 
1,815,074, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 32. 
BUMBLE BEE SEAFOODS, INC., SAN DIEGO, CA, CO- 


LUMBIA RIVER PACKERS ASSOCIATION, INC., AS- 
TORIA, OR: 


581,074. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 
BUREAU OF NATIONAL AFFAIRS, INC., THE, WASH- 
INGTON, DC: 
1,440,324, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
BURNS, MADELYN J., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,280, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
BUSINESS & PLEASURE VERLAGS GMBH, MUNCHEN, 
FED REP GERMANY: 
1,439,910, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 16 
AND 41. 
BYRNE DAIRY, INC., SYRACUSE, NY: 
1,815,052, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 29, 30 AND 32. 
BYT ENTERPRISES, INC., LITTLETON, CO: 
1,815,160, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 39. 
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C.R. BARD, INC., MURRAY HILL, NJ: 
1,815,541, INT. CL. 10. 


C&S SALES & MERCHANDISING ASSOCIATES, SECAU- 
CUS, NJ: 


1,814,974, PUB. 9-14-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
CALDOR, INC., NORWALK, CT: 

1,814,735, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 8. 

1,814,862, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 


CALIFORNIA ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, SAN FRANCIS- 
CO, CA: 


1,440,227, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF DIRECTORS OF AC- 
TIVITIES, APTOS, CA: 
1,814,892, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
1,815,187, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
CALIFORNIA VERTEX, INC., BELMONT, CA: 
1,439,870, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 


CAMERON INSTRUMENT COMPANY, PORT ARANSAS, 
TX: 


1,815,394, INT. CL. 10. 
CAMPBELL SOUP COMPANY, CAMDEN, NJ: 
1,815,487, INT. CL. 33. 
CAMPBELL-TOWELL, LEE, SAN ANTONIO, TX: 
1,814,769, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
CAMPFIRE & CORP., CHANG HUA, TAIWAN: 
1,815,400, INT. CL. 11. 
CAN MANUFACTURERS INSTITUTE, WASHINGTON, 
Dc: 
1,440,273, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC LIMITED, OTTAWA, ONTARIO, 
CANADA: 


1,440,212, CANC. INT. CL. 39. 
CANTRELL, RICHARD R., LOS ANGELES, CA AND 


CANTRELL, PATRICIA L., LOS ANGELES, CA, DBA 
HARD TAIL: 


1,814,975, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
CAPE CRAFTSMEN, INC., ELIZABETHTOWN, NC: 
1,440,248, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
CAPINTEC, INC., RAMSEY, NJ: 
1,814,803, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
CAPITAL CITIES/ABC, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,162, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 35 
AND 38. 
CAPLAN, BETTY GIBBONS, PITTSBURGH, PA: 
1,453,056, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 9, 20, 
21, 24 AND 25. 


CARD ESTABLISHMENT SERVICES, INC., MELVILLE, 
NY: 


1,815,138, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 

CARDINAL SUPPLY CO., ELK GROVE VILLAGE, IL: 
1,815,307, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 35 AND 42. 

CARDIOVASCULAR DYNAMICS, INC., IRVINE, CA: 
1,814,813, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 

CARLSON TRAVEL GROUP, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,815,158, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 39. 

CARLSON, KARLA, JACKSON, WY, DBA COLD AIR: 
1,814,986, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 

CARMEL CHEMICAL CORPORATION, WESTFIELD, IN: 
1,815,325, INT. CL. 5. 

CAROLE JOY CREATIONS, INC., DANBURY, CT: 
1,814,926, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 

CARSON INDUSTRIES, INC., FREEPORT, PA: 
1,814,694, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 

CLS. 6, 8, 9, 16, 20, 21 AND 28. 

CARTER & BURGESS, INC., FORT WORTH, TX: 

1,815,245, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


CASADO, ANDREW R., PARLIER, CA, DBA CAL-WEST 
PACKING CO.: 


969,727. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 31). 
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CASE DESIGN/REMODELING, INC., WASHINGTON, DC: 
1,440,197, CANC. INT. CL. 37. 

CASFAM, INC., LOS ANGELES, CA, DBA LFL LINGERIE 
FOR LESS: 

1,815,290, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 

CAST BY RONCO S.P.A., VICENZA, ITALY: 

1,814,860, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 
CAVIAR PETROSSIAN, 75007 PARIS, FRANCE: 
1,702,722, COR. INT. CL. 3. 

CBS INC., NEW YORK, NY: 

1,815,174, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 

CCA INDUSTRIES, INC., SECAUCUS, NJ: 

1,419,667, COR. INT. CL. 3. 
CEMASCE, S.A., BARCELONA, SPAIN: 
1,440,144, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 

CENTURY 21 DABBS & ASSOCIATES, INC., FLOSS- 

MOOR, IL, AKA CENTURY 21 DABBS CORPORATION: 
1,815,122, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
CENVET PTY LTD, ARTARMON 2064, N.S.W., AUSTRA- 
LIA: 
1,814,805, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
CERAMCO, INC., NORTH CHICAGO, IL: 
1,439,723, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
CERTA PROPAINTERS LTD.: See— 
COLLEGE PRO PAINTERS LIMITED. 
CES INVESTMENTS, INC., PORTLAND, OR: 
1,440,150, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
CHAMPION COOLER CORPORATION, DENISON, TX: 
1,439,887, CANC. INT. CL. 11. 

CHAMPION ROAD MACHINERY LIMITED, GODERICH, 
ONTARIO, CANADA: 

1,814,711, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
CHAPEL OF THE AIR, THE, WHEATON, IL: 
1,814,787, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
1,815,276, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 

CHARTQUEST, INC., SMYRNA, GA: 

1,814,795, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

CHASE MANHATTAN CORPORATION, 
YORK, NY: 

1,814,881, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 16 AND 36. 

CHEERLEADER TRAINING CENTERS, 
FORD, TX: 

1,815,512, INT. CL. 41. 

CHEETHAM SALT LIMITED, GEELONG, VICTORIA, 
AUSTRALIA: 

1,440,092, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
CHEMICAL LIME COMPANY, FORT WORTH, TX: 
1,815,520, INT. CL. 42. 

CHICAGO BROTHERS FROZEN PIZZA, 
DIEGO, CA: 

1,440,098, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 

CHILI TIME RESTAURANTS, CINCINNATI, OH: 

1,412,532, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
CHINA DOLL, INCORPORATED, MOBILE, AL: 
1,815,060, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 30. 

CHRISTIAN BLIND MISSION INTERNATIONAL, INC., 
GREENVILLE, SC: 

1,815,172, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 41 AND 42. 

CHRISTIAN SCIENCE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE 
FIRST CHURCH OF CHRIST, SCIENTIST, THE, 
BOSTON, MA: 

1,730,846, COR. INT. CL. 9. 
CHURCH & DWIGHT CO., INC., GREEN RIVER, NY 


FROM CHURCH & DWIGHT CO., INC., PRINCETON, 
NJ: 


1,815,314, INT. CL. 1. 


THE, NEW 


INC., STAF- 


INC., SAN 
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CIBA-GEIGY CORPORATION, ARDSLEY, NY: 
1,439,809, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
1,440,120, CANC. INT. CL. 31. 
CIBRO GASOLINE CORP., BRONX, NY, CIRILLO BROS. 
GASOLINE CORP., MOUNT VERNON, NY: 
967,931. REN. 11-22-93. MULTIPLE CLASS, U.S. CLS. 6 
(INT. CL. 1), 15 (INT. CL. 4) AND 105 (INT. CL. 39). 


CIDEC, COMPANIA INDUSTRIAL DEL CUERO S.A., 
BUENOS AIRES, ARGENTINA: 


1,814,938, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 18. 

CIGNA CORPORATION, PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,440,186, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
1,815,104, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 

CIMA LABS, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,815,167, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 

CLS. 40 AND 42. 

CINCINNATI MICROWAVE, INC., CINCINNATI, OH: 
1,815,362, INT. CL. 9. 

CITY LINE PROPERTIES INC., BROOKLYN, NY: 
1,815,518, INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,519, INT. CL. 42. 


CITY OF SAINT CHARLES, 
CHARLES, MO: 


1,815,102, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 


CIZZERS, INC., MERCERVILLE, NJ, TA EAST COAST 
CREDIT: 


1,815,140, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 


CLAIRSON INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, LOUIS- 
VILLE, KY: 


1,815,551, INT. CL. 20. 
CLAUGUS, DAN, EAGLE RIVER, AK: 
1,814,952, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 


CLAY-SPORT INTERNATIONAL INC., BRAGG CREEK, 
ALBERTA, CANADA: 


1,815,523, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 28 AND 41. 
CLONETICS CORPORATION, SAN DIEGO, CA: 

1,815,526, INT. CL. 1. 

1,815,527, INT. CL. 1. 


CLUB MED, INC., GEORGETOWN, GRAND CAYMAN, 
CAYMAN ISLANDS: 


1,815,163, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 39. 
1,815,288, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


COBURG DAIRY, INC., N. CHARLESTON, SC, WEST 
END DAIRY, CHARLESTON, SC: 


972,975. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 


COBURN INVESTMENTS, INC., CHELSEA, MA, DBA 
GOLF DAY: 


1,815,027, PUB. 8-3-1993. INT. CL. 28. 

COBURN, MICHAEL, CHICAGO, IL: 
1,815,445, INT. CL. 25. 

COFFEE CONNECTION, INC., THE, BOSTON, MA: 
1,815,064, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 30. 


COFFEE, SUGAR & COCOA EXCHANGE, INC., NEW 
YORK, NY: 


1,440,349, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
COLBERTS, INC., DALLAS, TX: 
1,815,554, INT. CL. 25. 
COLLAGEN CORPORATION, PALO ALTO, CA: 
1,439,768, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
COLLEGE PRO PAINTERS LIMITED, NORTH YORK, 


ONTARIO, CANADA FROM CERTA PROPAINTERS 
LTD., MEDFORD, MA: 
1,815,143, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 37. 
COLSON CASTER CORPORATION, INC., JONESBORO, 
AR: 
1,814,696, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 


COLUMBIA ASSET MANAGEMENT INCORPORATED, 
LAKE OSWEGO, OR: 


1,440,143, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
COLUMBIA SPORTSWEAR COMPANY, PORTLAND, OR: 
1,814,983, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
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COMBAT READY PUBLISHING, OAK LAWN, IL: 
1,814,922, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 

COMDISCO SYSTEMS, INC., FOSTER CITY, CA: 
1,815,218, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 

COMMONS MEDICAL DEVELOPMENT, INC., ORLAN- 
DO, FL: 

1,815,118, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 36 AND 37. 
COMMONWEALTH BREWERY LIMITED, NASSAU, BA- 
HAMAS: 
1,815,567, INT. CL. 32. 
COMPACT DISC WAREHOUSE, WESTMINSTER, CA: 
1,440,251, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 

COMPAGNIE FRANCAISE DES FROMAGES, BOURG LA 
REINE, FRANCE: 

1,440,079, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 

COMPAGNIE GENERALE TEXTILE COGETEX, S.A., LE 
VIGAN, FRANCE: 

1,440,039, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 

COMPANHIA GERAL DA AGRICULTURA DAS VINHAS 
DO ALTO DOURO, VILA NOVA DE GAIA, PORTU- 
GAL, TA REAL COMPANHIA VELHA, TA REAL COM- 
PANHIA DOS VINHOS DO PORTO, TA ROYAL 


OPORTO WINE COMPANY, AND TA THE OLD COM- 
PANY: 


307,440. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 47 (INT. CL. 33). 
COMPUTACAR CORPORATION, ASHEBORO, NC: 
1,440,201, CANC. INT. CL. 37. 
COMPUTEAM, INC., HUNTINGTON, NY: 
1,814,748, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

COMPUTER AID, INC., BETHLEHEM, PA: 

1,440,152, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 35 
AND 42. 

COMPUTER COMPOSITION CORPORATION, MADISON 
HEIGHTS, MI: 

1,814,879, PUB. 10-12-199). MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 16, 35 AND 41. 
COMPUTER SERVICE PROFESSIONALS, INCORPORAT- 
ED, JEFFERSON CITY, MO: 
1,814,762, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
COMPUTER STRATEGIES, INC., GRAND RAPIDS, MI: 
1,439,830, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 9 AND 
42. 

COMPUTING DEVICES INTERNATIONAL, _INC., 
BLOOMINGTON, MN FROM CONTROL DATA GOV- 
ERNMENT SYSTEMS, INC., BLOOMINGTON, MN: 

1,814,743, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

CONAGRA, INC., OMAHA, NE, COLORADO MILLING & 
ELEVATOR CO., THE, DENVER, CO: 

309,862. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 30). 

CONAGRA, INC., OMAHA, NE, CONAGRA, 
OMAHA, NE, DBA RED HAT POULTRY: 

970,291. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 

CONAGRA, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 

1,440,072, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 

CONAGRA, INC., OMAHA, NE: 

1,440,084, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 
CONAIR CORPORATION, EDISON, NJ: 
1,439,884, CANC. INT. CL. 11. 
CONDERE CORPORATION, HAMDEN, CT: 
1,814,840, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
CONFECTIONS MEDITERRANENNES EN ABREGE 
COMER S. A., MONACO (PRINCIPAUTE), MONACO: 
1,439,734, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 3, 9 
AND 25. 
CONOCO INC., PONCA CITY, OK: 
1,815,315, INT. CL. 1. 

CONOPCO, INC., GREENWICH, CT, DBA CHESE- 

BROUGH-POND’S USA CO.: 
1,815,323, INT. CL. 3. 


INC., 
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CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS, INC., PALO ALTO, 
CA: 


1,814,906, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
CONTEL CORPORATION, ATLANTA, GA: 
1,440,205, CANC. INT. CL. 38. 


CONTINENTAL COFFEE PRODUCTS COMPANY, CHI- 
CAGO, IL: 


1,815,063, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 30. 
CONTROL DATA GOVERNMENT SYSTEMS, INC.: See— 
COMPUTING DEVICES INTERNATIONAL, INC.. 


CONVERSE INC., NORTH READING, MA, B. F. GOOD- 
RICH COMPANY, THE, NEW YORK, NY: 


583,097. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 39 (INT. CL. 25). 


COOK (CANADA) INC., STOUFFVILLE, ONTARIO, 
CANADA: 


1,814,874, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
COOPERSURGICAL, INC., FORT LEE, NJ: 
1,814,820, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 


COROMETRICS MEDICAL SYSTEMS, INC., WALLING- 
FORD, CT: 


1,815,359, INT. CL. 9. 

COSMOS INC. IMPORT EXPORT, FALL RIVER, MA: 
1,815,049, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 29. 

COUNTRY CLUB GOLF EQUIPMENT (PROPRIETARY) 


LIMITED, RANDBURG, TRANSVAAL, SOUTH 
AFRICA: 


1,815,016, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
COUNTRY COOKER, INC., HOUSTON, TX: 

1,439,883, CANC. INT. CL. 11. 

1,439,885, CANC. INT. CL. 11. 


COWDEN MANUFACTURING COMPANY, LEXINGTON, 
KY: 


1,440,332, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 

COX ENTERPRISES, INC., ATLANTA, GA: 
1,439,908, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 

COYOTE ENTERPRISES, INC., ANAHEIM, CA: 
1,814,847, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 


CRAMARO TARPAULIN SYSTEMS, INC., NEW CASTLE, 
DE: 


1,815,436, INT. CL. 22. 
CRAVO EQUIPMENT LTD., BRANTFORD, ONTARIO, 
N3T 5L4, CANADA: 
1,815,549, INT. CL. 19. 
CREATE-A-CHECK, INC., SALT LAKE CITY, UT: 
1,814,793, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
CREATIVE IMPORTS, LISLE, IL: 
1,814,994, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
CREATIVE PAPERCLAY COMPANY, INC., LOS ANGE- 


LES, CA FROM GERBASI, MICHAEL, LOS ANGELES, 
CA: 


1,814,872, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
CREDICHEX INTERNATIONAL, INC., PALATINE, IL: 
1,440,185, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
CROSSROADS FARMER, DUNLAP, IL: 
1,439,920, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
CSC BRANDS, INC., NEWARK, DE: 
1,815,051, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 29 AND 30. 


CSL LIMITED, PARKVILLE, VICTORIA, 3052, AUSTRA- 
LIA: 


1,814,664, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
CUFFIA, MICHAEL JOHN, BLOOMINGTON, IN: 
1,815,180, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
CULLMAN VENTURES, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,785, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
CURTICE-BURNS, INC., ROCHESTER, NY: 
1,440,077, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 
CURTIN MATHESON SCIENTIFIC, INC., HOUSTON, TX: 
1,814,765, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 


CURTIS-TOLEDO, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO, CURTIS MANU- 
FACTURING COMPANY, ST. LOUIS, MO: 


$82,247. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 23 (INT. CL. 7). 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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CUSTOM SUPPORT CORPORATION, FOREST HILLS, NY: 
1,815,462, INT. CL. 28. 
CYCLO GEAR COMPANY LIMITED, BIRMINGHAM, B42 


1IDP, WEST MIDLANDS, ENGLAND, DBA CYCLE 
WORKS: 


577,839. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 23 (INT. CL. 12). 
C2L CORPORATION, SEATTLE, WA, DBA TRILLIUM 
HEALTH PRODUCTS: 
1,815,338, INT. CL. 7. 
D. SWAROVSKI & CO., TIROL, AUSTRIA TO SWAR- 
OVSKI AMERICA LIMITED, CRANSTON, RI: 
1,439,898, CANC. INT. CL. 14. 
DAIHEN CORPORATION, YODOGAWA-KU, OSAKA-SHI, 
JAPAN: 
1,814,729, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
DALTON, JAMES WILLIAM, JR., DANVILLE, VA, DBA 
THE MUSIC POST: 
1,815,251, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
DAN MARINO’S AMERICAN SPORTS BAR & GRILL, 
INC., COCONUT GROVE, FL: 
1,815,234, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
DANA CORPORATION, TOLEDO, OH: 
1,814,932, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 17. 
DANIELS, ALAN M., WAPPINGERS FALLS, NY: 
1,815,522, INT. CL. 42. 
DANSKIN, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,978, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
DAP PRODUCTS INC., TIPP CITY, OH, CHICAGO 
MASTIC COMPANY, ROSEMONT, DES PLAINS, IL: 
978,370. REN. 11-22-93. MULTIPLE CLASS, U.S. CLS. 5 
(INT. CL. 1) AND 12 (INT. CLS. 17 AND 19). 
DARK MAGUS PRODUCTIONS, INC., LAWRENCE- 
VILLE, GA: 
1,814,880, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
DATAGENE SCIENTIFIC LABORATORIES, INC., SAN 
DIEGO, CA: 
1,440,231, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
DATASAFE PUBLICATIONS, INC., ALBUQUERQUE, NM: 
1,815,151, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 38. 
DATEQ INFORMATION NETWORK, INC., NORCROSS, 
GA: 
1,815,224, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,225, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
DAUL, JEAN-PIERRE, JARNY, FRANCE: 
1,440,091, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
DAVID BADOWICH & ASSOCIATES, VENICE, CA: 
1,814,859, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 
DAVIDOFF EXTENSION SA, ZUG, SWITZERLAND: 
1,480,510, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 16 
AND 18. 
DAVIS LIQUID CRYSTALS, INC., SAN LEANDRO, CA: 
1,815,318, INT. CL. 2. 
DAW INDUSTRIES, INC., SAN DIEGO, CA: 
1,814,814, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
DAY & FRICK, INC., PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,439,783, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
DB PRODUCTS INC., OAKLAND PARK, FL: 
1,814,798, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
DEERFIELD PLASTICS CO., INC., SOUTH DEERFIELD, 
MA: 
977,946. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 1 (INT. CL. 17). 
DEL LABORATORIES, INC., FARMINGDALE, NY, REJU- 
VIA BEAUTY LABORATORIES, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
311,264. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 6 (INT. CL. 3). 
DEL MONTE CORPORATION, SAN FRANCISCO, CA, J. 
K. ARMSBY COMPANY, THE, SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
94,581. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 
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DELAWARE CAPITAL FORMATION, INC., WILMING- 
TON, DE: 


1,815,333, INT. CL. 7. 
DELTA TOUR & TRAVEL SERVICES, INC., LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA: 
1,815,159, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 39. 
DEMARCHE ASSOCIATES, KANSAS CITY, KS: 
1,440,171, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
DEN-MAT CORPORATION, SANTA MARIA, CA: 
1,815,326, INT. CL. 5. 
DENNIS D. SPIERS, AND DIANE SPIERS PARTNERSHIP, 
THE, OGDEN, UT: 
1,814,653, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 4. 
DENNY'S, INC., SPARTANBURG, SC: 
1,815,564, INT. CL. 30. 
1,815,565, INT. CL. 30. 
DENTAL HYGIENE COMPANY, INC., SANTA CLARA, 
CA: 
1,440,001, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 
1,440,002, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 
DEPARTMENT 56 INC., EDEN PRAIRIE, MN: 
1,814,964, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 21. 
DESIGN HOUSE, INC., GERMANTOWN, WI: 
1,815,399, INT. CL. 11. 
DESIGN TREND, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,440,006, CANC. INT. CL. 22. 
DESOTO, INC., DES PLAINES, IL: 
1,439,719, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
DEWITT GOLDSMITHS, ST. PAUL, MN: 
1,814,864, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 
DEXTER CORPORATION, THE, SEABROOK, NH: 
1,814,620, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 1. 
DIL.VE’ S.P.A., CERRIONE, VERCELLI, ITALY: 
1,440,007, CANC. INT. CL. 23. 
DIAL CORP., THE, PHOENIX, AZ FROM DIAL CORPO- 
RATION, THE, PHOENIX, AZ: 
1,815,321, INT. CL. 3. 
DIAMANTI, INCORPORATED, TAKOMA PARK, MD: 
1,814,861, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 14 AND 42. 
DIAMOND SHAMROCK CORPORATION, DALLAS, TX: 
1,440,158, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
DIET WORKSHOP, INC., THE, BROOKLINE, MA FROM 
DIET-TABS, INC., BROOKLINE, MA: 
1,814,685, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
DIET-TABS, INC.: See— 
DIET WORKSHOP, INC., THE. 
DIGITIZE, INC., LAKE HOPATCONG, NJ: 
1,814,784, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
DINER, INC., THE, AMAGANSETT, NY: 
1,815,057, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
CLS. 30 AND 42. 
DIONY’S S.P.A., 20121 MILANO, ITALY: 
1,814,940, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
CLS. 18 AND 25. 
DIVERSEY CORPORATION, MISSISSAUGA, ONTARIO, 


CANADA, CHEMED CORPORATION, CINCINNATI, 
OH: 


971,128. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 6 (INT. CL. 1). 


DIVERSIFIED EDUCATIONAL SERVICES, DETROIT, 
MI: 


1,815,464, INT. CL. 28. 
DIVERSIFIED PRODUCTS CORPORATION, OPELIKA, 
AL: 
1,440,063, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
DMD SALES, INC., NOBLESVILLE, IN: 
1,815,328, INT. CL. 5. 
DODGE GROUP, INC., THE, WALTHAM, MA: 
1,815,371, INT. CL. 9. 
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DOLE CITRUS, ONTARIO, CA, BLUE GOOSE GROWERS, 
INC., FULLERTON, CA, DBA YUMA CITRUS COMPA- 
NY: 


971,476. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 31). 
DONOVAN COFFEE COMPANY, INC., BIRMINGHAM, 
AL: 
1,815,476, INT. CL. 30. 
DOW CANVAS PRODUCTS, INC., MANITOWOC, WI: 
1,814,850, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
DOWELANCO, INDIANAPOLIS, IN: 
1,815,201, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
DOWELL SCHLUMBERGER INCORPORATED, SUGAR 


LAND, TX, BERSWORTH CHEMICAL COMPANY, FAR- 
MINGHAM, MA: 


578,635. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 6 (INT. CL. 1). 
DOYLE DANE BERNBACH GROUP INC., NEW YORK, 
NY: 
1,440,156, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
DR. BABOR GMBH & CO., D-5100 AACHEN, FED REP 
GERMANY: 
1,814,633, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
DR. ENUF CORPORATION OF EAST TENNESSEE, 
JOHNSON CITY, TN: 
1,815,067, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 32. 
DR. JAMES GASTON, NEW YORK, NY, DBA HURRI- 
CANE ISLAND RESTAURANT: 
1,815,293, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
DRAPERY BOUTIQUE, INC., PLYMOUTH, MI: 
1,815,239, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
DRESSER INDUSTRIES, INC., DALLAS, TX: 
970,695. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 26 (INT. CL. 9). 
DREW CHEMICAL CORPORATION, BOONTON, NJ: 
973,181. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 6 (INT. CL. 1). 
DREWERY, GIG, KOUNTZE, TX: 
1,815,404, INT. CL. 11. 
DRY BRANCH KAOLIN COMPANY, DRY BRANCH, GA: 
1,814,622, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 1. 
DUNLOP SLAZENGER CORPORATION, GREENVILLE, 
Sc: 
1,814,939, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 18, 25 AND 28. 
DUOSKIN, INC., LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,440,018, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
E. & J. GALLO WINERY, MODESTO, CA: 
1,815,078, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 33. 
E. I. DU PONT DE NEMOURS AND COMPANY, WIL- 
MINGTON, DE: 
1,439,803, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
1,439,804, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
E.J. KRAUSE & ASSOCIATES, INC., BETHESDA, MD: 
1,815,105, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
E.S. ORIGINALS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,442, INT. CL. 25. 
1,815,449, INT. CL. 25. 
1,815,452, INT. CL. 25. 
E-C APPARATUS CORPORATION, ST. PETERSBURG, FL: 
1,815,380, INT. CL. 9. 
E/M CORPORATION, WEST LAFAYETTE, IN: 
1,815,357, INT. CL. 9. 
EAC CORPORATION, ST. LOUIS, MO: 
1,815,157, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 39. 
EAGLE MARKETING GROUP, INC., WESTFIELD, NJ: 
1,814,950, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
EAGLE PRINTING CO., DENVER, CO, DBA EAGLE 
DIRECT: 
1,815,109, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
EARMOLD DESIGN, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,815,033, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
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EARTH TOOL CORPORATION, OCONOMOWOC, WI: 

1,815,145, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 37 AND 42. 
EASTMAN KODAK COMPANY, ROCHESTER, NY FROM 
ATEX, INC., BILLERICA, MA: 

1,815,355, INT. CL. 9. 

ECHELON CORPORATION, PALO ALTO, CA: 
1,815,517, INT. CL. 42. 

ECOLAB INC., ST. PAUL, MN: 
1,815,322, INT. CL. 3. 

EDUCATIONAL CONSULTANTS, INC, HURST, TX: 
1,815,381, INT. CL. 9. 

EDWARD J. FUNK & SONS, INC., KENTLAND, IN: 
1,439,931, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 

EIS BRAKE PARTS, BERLIN, CT: 
1,814,848, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 


EKA NOBEL, INC., MARIETTA, GA TO EKA NOBEL, 
INC., MARIETTA, GA: 


1,804,979, COR. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 7 AND 
37. 
EKC TECHNOLOGY, INC., HAYWARD, CA: 
1,815,324, INT. CL. 3. 
ELANEX PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., BOTHELL, WA: 
1,814,670, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 


ELECTRICAL CAD TECHNOLOGIES 
FIELD, WI, DBA ECT: 


1,814,736, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 


ELECTRONIC COMPONENTS GROUPE, 
APOLIS, MN: 


1,814,790, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

ELECTRONIC SPEECH SYSTEMS, INC., FREMONT, CA: 
1,815,534, INT. CL. 9. 

ELIZA ENTERTAINMENT, INC., AURORA, CO: 
1,815,178, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 


INC., BROOK- 


INC., MINNE- 


ELLIOTT AUTOMATION COMPANY, INC., HOUSTON, 
TX TO SUPERIOR MEASUREMENT EQUIPMENT, INC., 
HOUSTON, TX: 


1,706,351, AM. INT. CL. 9. 


EMILIO LUSTAU, S.A., 
CADIZ, SPAIN: 


970,316. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 47 (INT. CL. 33). 


EMPIRICAL TOOLS AND TECHNOLOGIES, 
SANTA CRUZ, CA: 


1,815,353, INT. CL. 9. 

EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,815,121, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 

ENTEK MANUFACTURING INC., TANGENT, OR: 
1,439,921, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 

ENVIRO-HEALTH SYSTEMS, INC., RICHARDSON, TX: 
1,439,838, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
1,439,839, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 

ENVIRONMENTAL ENERGY, LTD., BELLEVUE, WA: 
1,439,761, CANC. INT. CL. 4. 

EPRO CORPORATION, SANTA CLARA, CA: 
1,814,776, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

EPYX, INC., REDWOOD CITY, CA: 
1,440,064, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,065, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 

EQUIFAX INC., ATLANTA, GA: 
1,815,113, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 

ERM HOLDING COMPANY, INC., SOMERVILLE, NJ: 
1,815,147, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 37. 

ERW ENTERPRISES, LTD., VIRGINIA BEACH, VA: 
1,815,124, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 

ESD RESEARCH, INC., DURHAM, NC: 
1,814,772, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 


ESENCE-SOCIEDADE NACIONAL CORTICEIRA, LDA., 
BARREIRO, PORTUGAL: 


1,439,935, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 


JEREZ DE LA FRONTERA, 


INC., 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
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ESWL PRODUCTS, INC., ELK GROVE VILLAGE, IL: 
1,814,823, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
ETHAN ALLEN INC., DANBURY, CT, BAUMRITTER 
CORPORATION, NEW YORK, NY: 
972,404. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 38 (INT. CL. 16). 
EUTECTIC ELECTRONICS, INC., RALEIGH, NC: 
1,814,810, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
EVERFAST, INC., KENNETT SQUARE, PA: 
1,814,953, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
EVERLAST WORLD'S BOXING HEADQUARTERS COR- 
PORATION, BRONX, NY: 
1,815,485, INT. CL. 32. 
EXIDE CORPORATION, READING, PA: 
1,814,774, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
EXPORT DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, OTTAWA, 
ONTARIO KIP ST9, CANADA: 
1,815,103, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
EXPORT SERVICES INTERNATIONAL, INC., WASHING- 
TON, DC: 
1,439,995, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 
EZE PRODUCTS, INC., GREER, SC: 
1,814,649, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 


FAIRBANKS COMMUNICATIONS, INC., WEST PALM 
BEACH, FL: 


1,440,202, CANC. INT. CL. 38. 
FANNY BAY OYSTERS LTD., UNION BAY, BRITISH CO- 
LUMBIA, CANADA: 
1,815,047, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 29. 
FANUC ROBOTICS NORTH AMERICA, INC., AUBURN 
HILLS, MI, DBA FANUC ROBOTICS: 
1,814,725, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
FARBISH, ALFRED B., GREENWICH, CT, RUBBER & 


PLASTICS COMPOUND COMPANY, INC., LONG 
ISLAND CITY, NY: 


980,810. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 12 (INT. CL. 19). 
FEDERATED DEPARTMENT STORES, INC., CINCIN- 
NATI, OH: 
1,439,762, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 4, 11, 
21, 26 AND 28. 
FEDERATED FOODS, INC., ARLINGTON HEIGHTS, IL: 
1,814,631, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 16, 21, 29, 30, 31, 32 AND 34. 
FELLY’S FLOWERS, INC., MADISON, WI: 
1,815,231, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
FELPERIN, DANIEL J., COBB MOUNTAIN, CA: 
1,440,082, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 
FELSWAY CORPORATION, THE, TOTOWA, NJ: 
1,439,962, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 18 
AND 25. 
FERGUSON HEALTH & NUTRITION, INC., REXBURG, 
ID: 
1,814,686, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,814,687, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,814,688, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
FERRERO S.P.A., ALBA, CUNEO, ITALY: 
1,440,089, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
FIBRE GLASS-EVERCOAT COMPANY, 
NATI, OH: 
1,815,528, INT. CL. 1. 
FIESTA EDUCATIVA, INC., LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,815,181, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
FINO, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,815,425, INT. CL. 18. 
FIRST AMUSEMENT MALL ENTERPRISES, LTD., HOUS- 
TON, TX: 
1,440,234, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
FIRST COLONIAL BANKSHARES CORPORATION, CHI- 
CAGO, IL: 
1,815,196, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 


INC., CINCIN- 
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FIRST CONTINENTAL GROUP, INC., BIRMINGHAM, MI: 
1,440,179, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
FIRST FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION 
OF ROCHESTER, ROCHESTER, NY: 
969,380. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 102 (INT. CL. 36). 
FIRST GIBRALTAR BANK, FSB, IRVING, TX: 
1,815,492, INT. CL. 36. 


FIRST OF AMERICA MORTGAGE COMPANY, KALAMA- 
ZOO, MI: 


1,815,134, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
FIRST TEXAS FINANCIAL CORPORATION, DALLAS, 
TX 
1,440,189, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
FISKARS INC., MADISON, WI: 
1,732,521, COR. INT. CL. 8 
FLACHGLAS AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, FURTH, FED 
REP GERMANY: 
1,439,967, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
AND 21 
FLAT-BACK CORPORATION, KATONAH, NY: 
1,727,348, COR. INT. CL. 10 
1,729,140, COR. INT. CL. 10 
FLEER CORP., PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,815,416, INT. CL. 16. 
FLEETPRO INC., BALTIMORE, MD: 
1,814,775, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9 
FLEX PRODUCTS, INC., SANTA ROSA, CA: 
1,814,934, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 17 
FLEXITOON PUPPETS, LTD., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,225, CANC. INT. CL. 41 
FLUIDRIVE ENGINEERING COMPANY 
BERKSHIRE, ENGLAND: 
1,439,820, CANC. INT. CL. 7 
FMC CORPORATION, PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,439,922, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
FMR CORP., BOSTON, MA: 
1,815,116, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
FOAM ETC, ARLINGTON, TX: 
1,439,992, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
FOLEY MEDICAL INC., YOUNGSTOWN, 
FAMILY HOME MEDICAL: 
1,440,278, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
FOOD DISTRIBUTION CENTER, PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,815,087, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT 
CLS. 35 AND 37 
FOOD PRODUCTS OF SOUTH CAROLINA, INC., GREEN- 
VILLE, SC: 
1,440,271, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
FOSTER PRODUCTS CORPORATION, 
HEIGHTS, MN: 
1,814,611, PUB. 
CLS. 1 AND 2 
FRANKL & KIRCHNER FABRIK FUR ELEKTROMO- 
TOREN UND ELEKTRISCHE APPARATE, D-6830 
SCHWETZINGEN, FED REP GERMANY, FRANKL & 
KIRCHNER, FABRIK FUR ELEKTROMOTOREN UND 


ELEKTRISCHE APPARATE, 6830 SCHWETZINGER, 
FED REP GERMANY: 


965,435. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 21 (INT. CL. 9). 
FRAUNHOFER-GESELLSCHAFT ZUR FORDERUNG 
DER ANGEWANDTEN FORSCHUNG E.V., DE-8000 
MUNICH 19, FED REP GERMANY: 
1,815,097, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
CLS. 35 AND 42. 
FREDERICK & NELSON OPERATIONS, INC., SEATTLE, 
WA: 
1,440,284, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
FREDERICK WARNE & CO., INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,044, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
FREELY CREATIVE, INC., STOWE, VT 
1,815,169, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 40. 


INT. CLS. 19 


LIMITED, 


OH, DBA 


VADNAIS 


10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 


INT 
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FRITO-LAY, INC., DALLAS, TX TO FRITO-LAY, INC., 
DALLAS, TX: 


1,589,134, COR. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 29 AND 
30. 
1,591,138, COR. INT. CL. 29. 
FRY FACTORY, INC., STUDIO CITY, CA: 
1,814,833, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
FUNDQUEST INCORPORATED, BOSTON, MA: 
1,815,133, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
FWI FINANCIAL CORPORATION, COLUMBUS, OH: 
1,440,255, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
G.S. BUILDING SYSTEMS CORPORATION, STAMFORD, 


CT, DBA DUAL-LITE AND/OR GENERAL SIGNAL 
CORPORATION: 


1,814,828, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
GAASTRA INTERNATIONAL LICENSING N.V., CURA- 
CAO, NETHERLD ANTILLES: 
1,727,001, COR. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 6, 18, 19, 
22, 25 AND 28. 
GAKKEN COMPANY LIMITED, OHTA-KU, TOKYO, 
JAPAN: 
968,664. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 38 (INT. CL. 16). 
GAKM RESOURCES CORPORATION, WILMINGTON, 


DE, GREAT AMERICAN KNITTING MILLS, INC., 
BECHTELSVILLE, PA: 


308,608. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 39 (INT. CL. 25). 
GANNON PACKAGING, INC., GLEN ELLYN, IL: 
1,814,890, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
GARLAND-WHITE & CO, UNION CITY, CA: 
1,439,709, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
GARTNER, JAY S., DUNCANVILLE, TX, DBA THE AL- 
LERGY & ASTHMA CENTER: 
1,815,281, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42 
GATES RUBBER COMPANY, THE, DENVER, CO: 
980,383. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 35 (INT. CL. 17). 
GEM PRODUCTS, INCORPORATED, ORANGE PARK, 
FL, DBA GEM PRODUCTS, INC.: 
1,814,954, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
GENAM, INC., TIBURON, CA: 

1,814,770, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
1,814,771, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
GENERAL CABLE INDUSTRIES, _ INC., 

HEIGHTS, KY: 
1,814,778, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 


GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, PLAINVILLE, CT: 
1,440,170, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 35 
AND 42. 


HIGHLAND 


GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, WATERFORD, NY: 
1,814,619, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 1. 


GENERAL MILLS RESTAURANT GROUP, INC., ORLAN- 
DO, FL: 


1,440,288, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 


GENERAL MILLS RESTAURANTS, INC., ORLANDO, FL: 
1,815,055, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 29 AND 30. 


GENERAL MILLS, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
973,156. REN. 11-23-93. MULTIPLE CLASS, U.S. CLS. 
15 (INT. CL. 4) AND 34 (INT. CL. 21). 
979,045. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 30). 
1,815,477, INT. CL. 30. 
1,815,478, INT. CL. 30. 


GENERAL MOTORS CORPORATION, DETROIT, MI: 
1,815,311, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 36 AND 37. 


GENERAL NUTRITION INVESTMENT COMPANY, WIL- 
MINGTON, DE: 


1,815,531, INT. CL. 5. 
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GENERAL PRODUCTS COMPANY, INC., FREDERICKS- 
BURG, VA: 


1,815,329, INT. CL. 6. 
GENERAL SIGNAL CORPORATION, STAMFORD, CT: 
1,815,354, INT. CL. 9. 


GEO. J. BALL, INC., WEST CHICAGO, IL, AKA BALL 
SEED COMPANY: 


1,482,880, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 

GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION, ATLANTA, GA: 
967,343. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 12 (INT. CL. 19). 
1,814,919, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


GEORGIE BOY MFG., INC., EDWARDSBURG, MI, 
ACTION INDUSTRIES, INC., ELKHART, IN: 


970,586. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 19 (INT. CL. 12). 
GERBASI, MICHAEL: See— 
CREATIVE PAPERCLAY COMPANY, INC.. 
GERBER, JEROME J., MURDOCK, KS: 
1,814,849, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
GET FRESH MARKETING CONCEPTS, EVANSTON, IL: 
1,815,086, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
GIGA LEARN, INC., MYRTLE BEACH, SC: 
1,815,422, INT. CL. 16. 
GILL, GORDON P. JR., NEENAH, WI: 
1,439,840, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
GIUNTA, ANDREW N., SHORT HILLS, NJ, DBA GIUNTA 
& ASSOCIATES: 
1,440,223, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
GLAXO, INC., RESEARCH TRIANGLE PARK, NC: 
1,814,891, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


GLIDDEN COMPANY, THE, CLEVELAND, OH, SCM 
CORPORATION, CLEVELAND, OH: 


970,542. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 16 (INT. CL. 2). 
GOETTL AIR CONDITIONING, INC., PHOENIX, AZ: 
1,814,829, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
GOFAX INC., WARWICK, RI: 
1,814,754, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
GOLD GLASS GROUP CORPORATION, HEMPSTEAD, 
NY: 
1,815,542, INT. CL. 12. 


GOLDENWOOD INTERNATIONAL, INC., LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA: 


1,814,999, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
GOLDHABER RESEARCH ASSOCIATES, 
LIAMSVILLE, NY: 
1,440,354, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
1,440,355, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
1,440,356, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
1,440,357, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
GOODMAN & CO., INC., ROCKVILLE, MD: 
1,815,082, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
GRAND CANYON RAILWAY, INC., WILLIAMS, AZ: 
1,815,575, INT. CL. 39. 
GRANDE CHEESE COMPANY, BROWNSVILLE, WI: 
1,815,561, INT. CL. 29. 
GRANT, STEPHEN M., ATHERTON, CA: 
1,814,993, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 


GREAT NECK SAW MANUFACTURERS, INC., MINEO- 
LA, NY: 


1,814,731, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 8. 


GREATER PEORIA RIVERBOAT CORPORATION, EAST 
PEORIA, IL: 


1,815,210, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
GREEN MILL INN, INC., ST. PAUL, MN: 
1,440,263, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 


GREENE NASSIF ENVIRONMENTAL SYSTEMS, INC., 
SOUTHAVEN, MS: 
1,814,719, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
GROWN-UPS COMPANY, HOQUIAM, WA: 
1,440,068, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 


INC., WIL- 
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GRULER, MONICA S., PETOSKEY, MI: 
1,814,900, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
GTE SERVICE CORPORATION, STAMFORD, CT: 
1,815,170, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
GUILFORD MILLS, INC., GREENSBORO, NC: 
1,814,965, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 24. 
GWALTNEY OF SMITHFIELD, LTD., SMITHFIELD, VA: 
1,440,086, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 
GYM MASTERS, INC., ALBANY, CA: 
1,815,508, INT. CL. 41. 
GYM RAT, INC., LEAWOOD, KS: 
1,815,012, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
H. P. BULMER LIMITED, HEREFORD, HR4 OLE, 
UNITED KINGDOM: 
1,815,079, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 33. 
H.C. PRANGE COMPANY, SHEBOYGAN, WI: 
1,440,026, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
HABITAT COMPANY, THE, CHICAGO, IL: 
1,815,117, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
HAEGER INDUSTRIES, INC., DUNDEE, IL: 
1,814,960, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 21. 
HAITA, PAUL S., PHOENIX, AZ, DBA NATIONAL VET- 
ERINARY PRODUCTS, DIST.: 
1,439,805, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
HALLIBURTON COMPANY, DUNCAN, OK: 
971,031. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 103 (INT. CL. 37). 
972,043. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 100 (INT. CL. 42). 
HANDPARK PTY. LIMITED, BRISBANE, QUEENSLAND, 
AUSTRALIA: 
1,439,894, CANC. INT. CL. 12. 
HANG HEUNG CAKE SHOP CO., LTD., NEW TERRITO- 
RIES, HONG KONG: 
1,815,474, INT. CL. 30. 
HANKES, ELMER J., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,815,363, INT. CL. 9. 
HANNA-BARBERA PRODUCTIONS, INC., LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA: 
1,815,037, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
HANOVER PREST PAVING COMPANY, HANOVER, PA: 
1,815,428, INT. CL. 19. 
HAPPY JACK, INC., SNOW HILL, NC: 
1,814,963, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 21. 
HARBOR SWEETS, INC., SALEM, MA: 
1,440,341, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
HARDEE’S FOOD SYSTEMS, INC., ROCKY MOUNT, NC: 
1,815,228, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
HARPERCOLLINS PUBLISHERS INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,912, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
HARRIS RESEARCH, INC., CAMERON PARK, CA: 
1,815,327, INT. CL. 5. 
HARRIS, CATHERINE A., CHEVY CHASE, MD: 
1,815,136, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
HARTER CORPORATION, STURGIS, MI: 
1,814,955, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
HARTMAN, NANCY C., NEWBURYPORT, MA: 
1,440,019, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
HARVEST FOR THE WORLD, INC., BALTIMORE, MD: 
1,815,004, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
HASBRO, INC., PAWTUCKET, RI: 
1,815,463, INT. CL. 28. 
HATTING BAGERI A/S, DK - 8700 HORSENS, DEN- 
MARK: 
1,815,475, INT. CL. 30. 
HAYES, CHARLES GREGORY, DEL MAR, CA, DBA 
CHAMPAGNE EXPRESS: 
1,440,351, CANC. INT. CL. 39. 
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HAYSSEN MANUFACTURING COMPANY, SHEBOYGAN, 
WI: 


1,815,335, INT. CL. 7. 

HAZ/MAT DQE, INC., INDIANAPOLIS, IN: 

1,815,309, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 11 AND 41. 

HEAD SPORTGERATE GESELLSCHAFT M.B.H. & CO. 
OHG, WUHRKOPFWEG, AUSTRIA TO HEAD SPORT 
AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, KENNELBACH, AUSTRIA: 

1,522,707, AM. INT. CL. 28. 

HEALTH CARE INVESTMENT ANALYSTS, INC., BALTI- 
MORE, MD: 

1,814,884, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 16, 35 AND 42. 
HEALTH VALLEY NATURAL FOODS, INC., IRWIN- 
DALE, CA, DBA HEALTH VALLEY FOODS, INC.: 
1,815,562, INT. CL. 30. 
HEALTH-MOR INC., CLEVELAND, OH: 
1,815,375, INT. CL. 9. 
HEALTHCARE TECHNOLOGY LIMTED, CHICHESTER, 
P019 2DJ, UNITED KINGDOM: 
1,815,389, INT. CL. 10. 
HEALTHCO INTERNATIONAL, INC., BOSTON, MA: 
1,814,681, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
HEARST CORPORATION, THE, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,421, INT. CL. 16. 

HEART TALK MEDICAL COMMUNICATION INC., CAPE 
CANAVERAL, FL: 

1,814,816, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 

HEARTLAND CORPORATION, OLATHE, KS: 

1,814,646, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 

HEAT SEALING EQUIPMENT MANUFACTURING CO., 
CLEVELAND, OH, AKA HEAT SEALING EQUIPMENT 
CO., REYNOLDS METALS COMPANY, RICHMOND, 
VA: 

970,670. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 23 (INT. CL. 7). 

HEIDELBERG HARRIS, INC., DOVER, NH: 

1,814,720, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 

HEITZ WINE CELLARS, ST. HELENA, CA: 

1,440,127, CANC. INT. CL. 33. 
HELENE CURTIS, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 

1,439,752, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 

1,439,756, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 

HELICON CORP., ENGLEWOOD CLIFFS, NJ: 

1,815,149, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 38 AND 41. 
1,815,150, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 38 AND 41. 
HEPA CORPORATION, ANAHEIM, CA: 
1,815,401, INT. CL. 11. 

HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN IN RIGHT OF THE PROV- 

INCE OF MANITOBA, AS REPRESENTED BY THE 


MINISTER OF INDUSTRY, TRADE AND TOURISM, 
WINNIPEG, MANITOBA, CANADA: 


1,814,690, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 6, 9, 14, 16, 18, 20, 21, 24, 25, 26 AND 28. 
HERALD PHARMACAL, INC., RICHMOND, VA: 
1,814,638, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 3 AND 5. 
HEUBLEIN, INC., FARMINGTON, CT: 
1,440,134, CANC. INT. CL. 33. 
HEXCEL CORPORATION, DUBLIN, CA: 
971,745. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 12 (INT. CL. 19). 
HIEBERT, INC., CARSON, CA: 
1,439,961, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 18, 20 
AND 24. 
HILL-ROM COMPANY, INC., BATESVILLE, IN: 
1,439,984, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
HIMAR SALES CORPORATION, BEL AIR, CA, DBA RI- 
CARDO BEVERLY HILLS: 
1,814,941, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 18. 
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HOECHST AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, 6230 FRANKFURT 
AM MAIN 80, FED REP GERMANY: 
1,814,925, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
HOECHST-ROUSSEL AGRI-VET COMPANY, SOMER- 
VILLE, NJ: 
1,439,780, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
1,439,789, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
HOKE INCORPORATED, CRESSKILL, NJ: 
1,815,344, INT. CL. 9. 


HOLMAN ENTERPRISES, PENNSAUKEN, NJ: 
1,814,715, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 

HOLMES, WILLIAM A., PIEDMONT, CA: 
1,448,562, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 

HOLOPHANE COMPANY, INC., NEWARK, OH: 
1,815,403, INT. CL. 11. 


HOME SHOPPING NETWORK, INC., CLEARWATER, FL: 
1,440,159, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
HONEYWOOD, INC., WEST DUNDEE, IL, HONEYWOOD 
PRODUCTS, INC., ADA, MI: 
971,108. REN. 11-23-93. MULTIPLE CLASS, U.S. CLS. 4 
(INT. CL. 3), 6 (INT. CLS. 1 AND 3) AND 52 (INT. 
CL. 3). 
HONORA JEWELRY CO., INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,868, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 
HORBATT, KAREN, SUMMIT, NJ, DBA THE GREEN 
TURTLE BAY VITAMIN CO.: 
1,815,215, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
HORNBY HOBBIES LIMITED, WESTWOOD MARGATE 


KENT, UNITED KINGDOM, ROVEX LIMITED, KENT, 
ENGLAND: 


968,064. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 22 (INT. CL. 28). 
HOUGHTON INTERNATIONAL INC., VALLEY FORGE, 
PA, E. F. HOUGHTON & COMPANY, PHILADELPHIA, 
PA: 
94,638. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 15 (INT. CL. 4). 
HOUSTON MCLANE COMPANY, INC., HOUSTON, TX: 
1,815,179, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
HOW MARKETING ENTERPRISES, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, 
MN: 
1,439,991, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
HOWARD SAVINGS BANK, THE, LIVINGSTON, NJ: 
1,440,181, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
HUCKLEBERRY FOOTWEAR, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,025, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
HUDSON STANDARD CORPORATION, NEWARK, NJ: 
1,814,838, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
HUFF, LARRY R., MUNROE FALLS, OH, DBA LARRY 
HUFF’S INSTANT PRINTING: 
1,439,929, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
HUFFY CORPORATION, MIAMISBURG, OH: 
1,815,407, INT. CL. 12. 
HUGHES AIRCRAFT COMPANY, LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,815,370, INT. CL. 9. 
HUMBLE BROTHERS, SALT LAKE CITY, UT: 
1,440,359, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
HUNT HOLDINGS, INC., WILMINGTON, DE: 
1,814,871, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
HUNT-WESSON, INC., FULLERTON, CA, HUNT-WESSON 
FOODS, INC., FULLERTON, CA: 
979,543. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 
HUNT, CAROL A., ALTADENA, CA, DBA LIVEWIRES: 
1,814,695, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
HUNTSMAN CHEMICAL CORPORATION, SALT LAKE 
CITY, UT: 
1,815,093, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
HYCOR CORPORATION, LAKE BLUFF, IL, HYDROCY- 
CLONICS CORPORATION, LAKE BLUFF, IL: 
981,066. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 31 (INT. CL. 11). 
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HYDRO SCIENCES CORPORATION, ATLANTA, GA: 
1,719,894, COR. INT. CL. 9. 
HYPERTHERM, INC., HANOVER, NH: 
1,814,727, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
HYPOTENUSE, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,491, INT. CL. 36. 
HYUNDAI MOTOR COMPANY, CHONGRO-KU, SEOUL, 
REPUBLIC OF KOREA: 
1,439,890, CANC. INT. CL. 12. 
IAMA INCORPORATED, BELLEVUE, WA: 
1,439,771, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 


IBIDEN CO., LTD., OGAKI CITY, CIFU PREF. 503, 
JAPAN: 


1,814,610, PUB. 4-28-1992. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 1, 9, 17 AND 19. 
ICU MEDICAL, INC., IRVINE, CA: 
1,814,802, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
IDEAS FOR INDUSTRY, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,334, CANC. INT. CL. 26. 
1,440,335, CANC. INT. CL. 26. 


IGEN, INC., WILMINGTON, DE, EVSCO PHARMACEUTI- 
CAL CORP., OCEANSIDE, NY: 
970,167. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 26 (INT. CL. 9). 


ILLES COMPANY, THE, DALLAS, TX, A. E. ILLES COM- 
PANY, DALLAS, TX: 


580,982. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 30). 
ILLINOIS LAWN EQUIPMENT, INC., ORLAND PARK, IL: 
1,814,830, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
ILLINOIS TOOL WORKS INC., GLENVIEW, IL, EAGLE- 
PICHER INDUSTRIES, INC., CINCINNATI, OH: 
965,080. REN. 11-24-93. MULTIPLE CLASS, U.S. CLS. 
23 (INT. CL. 7) AND 26 (INT. CL. 9). 
IMAGE SCIENCES, INC., DALLAS, TX: 
1,815,352, INT. CL. 9. 


IMPERIAL CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES PLC, LONDON, 
ENGLAND: 


1,439,800, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 


IMPERIAL CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES PLC, MILLBANK, 
LONDON SWIP 3JF, ENGLAND: 


1,814,612, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 1. 

IN-STORE DIRECTORY, THE, CLEVELAND, OH: 
1,440,151, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 

INCOMED, INC., SAN DIEGO, CA: 
1,814,773, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 

CLS. 9 AND 10. 

INDEPENDENT FEATURE PROJECT, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,184, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
1,815,185, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 

INDUSTRIAL COATINGS GROUP, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,814,969, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 24. 


INDUSTRIAL TOOL & MACHINE SERVICE CO., INC., 
EASTAMPTON, NJ: 


1,814,722, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
INDUSTRIAS ROMI S.A., SAO PAULO, BRAZIL: 
1,815,336, INT. CL. 7. 


INFONET SERVICES CORPORATION, EL SEGUNDO, 
CA: 


1,815,496, INT. CL. 38. 
1,815,497, INT. CL. 38. 
1,815,498, INT. CL. 38. 
INFOPLUS, INC., NEEDHAM, MA: 
1,440,169, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
INFORMATION AMERICA, INC., ATLANTA, GA: 
1,815,275, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


INFORMATION AND CONTROL LABORATORY CO., 
LTD., TOKYO, JAPAN: 


1,814,800, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 


INLAND SPECIALTY CHEMICAL CORPORATION, 
COSTA MESA, CA: 


1,439,720, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


TMI 13 


INNOVATION CENTER, THE, WASHINGTON, DC: 
1,815,253, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,254, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 

INOUE RUBBER CO., LTD., ATSUTA-KU, NAGOYA-SHI, 


AICHI-KEN, JAPAN, INOUE RUBBER INDUSTRY CO., 
LTD., ATSUTA, NAGOYA, JAPAN: 


975,501. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 35 (INT. CL. 12). 
INSILCO CORPORATION, MIDLAND, TX: 
1,814,614, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 1, 2, 3, 7, 8, 9, 16, 17, 21, 22 AND 25. 


INTEGRATED DECISION SUPPORT CORPORATION, 
PLANO, TX: 


1,815,536, INT. CL. 9. 
1,815,537, INT. CL. 9. 
1,815,538, INT. CL. 9. 
1,815,539, INT. CL. 9. 
1,815,540, INT. CL. 9. 
INTER-SYSTEMS CORPORATION, KALAMAZOO, MI, 
DBA UNITRAC SOFTWARE CORPORATION: 
1,814,761, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
INTERACTIVE INC., HUMBOLDT, SD: 
1,815,533, INT. CL. 9. 
INTERCALL, INC., WEST POINT, GA: 
1,815,153, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 38. 
INTERNATIONAL CONCEPTS, INC., BURNSVILLE, MN: 
1,440,155, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
INTERNATIONAL CREATIVE SOUVENIRS UNLIMITED, 
INC., LOS ANGELES, CA, DBA ICSU, INC.: 
1,439,957, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 18, 24 
AND 25. 


INTERNATIONAL DATA GROUP, INC., FRAMINGHAM, 
MA: 


1,814,923, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


INTERNATIONAL LANGUAGE CENTER, INC., ROCK- 
VILLE, MD: 


1,440,228, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
INTERNATIONAL PRODUCT DESIGN INC., FORT LEE, 
NJ: 
1,815,255, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,256, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,257, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,258, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,259, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,260, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,261, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,262, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
INTERNATIONAL TELECHARGE, INC., DALLAS, TX: 
1,440,210, CANC. INT. CL. 38. 
1,440,211, CANC. INT. CL. 38. 
INTERNATIONAL TELEPRODUCTION SOCIETY, INC., 
NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,193, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
INTERNATURAL DESIGNS, INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,815,100, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
INTERSPORT LIMITED, STERLING, VA: 
1,815,446, INT. CL. 25. 
INTERTEL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., LOS ANGELES, 
CA: 
1,440,237, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
INTERWEAVE PRESS, INC., LOVELAND, CO: 
1,814,924, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
IRECO INCORPORATED, SALT LAKE CITY, UT, HER- 
CULES INCORPORATED, WILMINGTON, DE: 
958,405. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 9 (INT. CL. 13). 
ISHIZUKA GLASS CO., LTD., AICHI-KEN, JAPAN: 
1,815,525, INT. CL. 1. 
ISLAND GRAPHICS CORPORATION, SAN RAFAEL, CA: 
1,814,779, PUB. 9-7-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
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AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, A-2355 WIENER NEUDORF, 
AUSTRIA: 


1,814,882, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


ISTEL, JACQUES-ANDRE, FELICITY, CA, PARACHUTES 
INCORPORATED, ORANGE, MA: 


967,388. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 19 (INT. CL. 12). 


ITOH, KOICHI, HAMAKITA-SHI, SHIZUOKA-KEN, 
JAPAN: 


1,815,043, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
ITT SHERATON CORPORATION, BOSTON, MA: 
1,815,272, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
IVAX INDUSTRIES, INC., FORT LAUDERDALE, FL, 
MASURY-COLUMBIA COMPANY, ELMHURST, IL: 
973,167. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 4 (INT. CL. 3). 
IZUMI INDUSTRIES, LTD., SAITAMA-KEN, 350, JAPAN: 
1,815,305, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 6, 7 AND 12. 
J AND J PUBLICATIONS, INC., OMAHA, NE: 
1,815,189, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
J. C. PENNEY COMPANY, INC., PLANO, TX: 
1,814,866, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 
J. L. BRUVIK, U.S.A., INC., BARABOO, WI: 
1,814,758, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
J.B. KNOWLES, INC., BLUE RIVER, WI: 
1,814,846, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
J.C. GINDER LTD., LONDON, UNITED KINGDOM: 
1,439,902, CANC. INT. CL. 14. 
J.G. HOOK, INC., PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,814,984, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
J.L.H.S. ENTERPRISES, INC., KANSAS CITY, KS, DBA 
LIFE & SAFETY PRODUCTS: 
1,439,769, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
JACOBS SUCHARD LTD., ZURICH, SWITZERLAND: 
1,440,093, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
JADICK, DANIEL A., SCOTTS VALLEY, CA, DBA AD- 
VOCATE CREDIT SERVICES: 
1,440,191, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
JAECKEL, CARL, LAWRENCEVILLE, NJ: 
1,815,455, INT. CL. 28. 
JAI MAW ELECTRONICS CO., LTD., SHI-GAANG, TAIN- 
ANSHIEN, TAIWAN: 
1,439,848, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
JANEMAN INTERNATIONAL, INC., SAN GABRIEL, CA: 
1,814,988, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 


JEIL ENTERPRISE CO., LTD., SEOUL, REPUBLIC OF 
KOREA: 


1,439,947, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
JENKIN-GUERIN, INC., ST LOUIS, MO: 
973,245. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 16 (INT. CL. 2). 
JESSOP STEEL COMPANY, WASHINGTON, PA: 
1,815,330, INT. CL. 6. 
JEWELERS OF AMERICA, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,284, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
JIM GRIFFITH CORP., SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
973,799. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 18 (INT. CL. 5). 


JOHN HINE LIMITED, ALDERSHOT, HAMPSHIRE, ENG- 
LAND: 


1,814,947, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 


JOHN PAUL MITCHELL SYSTEMS, SANTA CLARITA, 
CA: 


1,814,639, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
JOHN WILMAN LIMITED, NELSON, LANCASHIRE BB9 
7QT, ENGLAND: 
1,815,454, INT. CL. 27. 
JOHNSON CAMPING, INC., BINGHAMPTON, NY FROM 
PUGET SOUND TENT & AWNING CO., SEATTLE, WA: 
1,814,691, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
JOHNSON PRODUCTS CO., INC., CHICAGO, IL, GIL- 
LETTE COMPANY, THE, BOSTON, MA: 
$72,712. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 52 (INT. CL. 3). 
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JOICO LABORATORIES, INC., CITY OF INDUSTRY, CA: 
1,814,645, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
JORDAN-DELAURENTI, INC., DALLAS, TX: 
1,815,083, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 35 AND 41. 
JOSEPH E. SEAGRAM & SONS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,129, CANC. INT. CL. 33. 
JOSEPH RIBKOFF INC., DORVAL, QUEBEC, CANADA: 
1,815,418, INT. CL. 16. 
JOYNER, STEVEN NELSON, SCOTTSBLUFF, NE: 
1,814,726, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
JS&A GROUP, INC., NORTHBROOK, IL: 
1,439,977, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
JU CHAI CO. LTD. HSIN CHUANG CITY, TAIPEI 
HSIEN, TAIWAN: 
1,815,301, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 29 AND 30. 
JUSTIN PRODUCTS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,046, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
KABUSHIKI KAISHA HATTORI SEIKO, TOKYO, JAPAN, 
TA HATTORI SEIKO CO., LTD.: 
1,439,899, CANC. INT. CL. 14. 
KABUSHIKI KAISHA NAMCO (NAMCO LIMITED), OTA- 
KU, TOKYO, JAPAN: 
1,815,456, INT. CL. 28. 
KADABELL GMBH & CO. KG, D-7825 LENZKIRCH, FED 
REP GERMANY: 
1,814,627, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
KALIN FARMS, BRAWLEY, CA, DBA KALIN COMPANY: 
1,815,556, INT. CL. 28. 
KANE, MARK, DALLAS, TX, DBA CD WAREHOUSE: 
1,815,583, INT. CL. 42. 
KARLSHAMNS USA INC., COLUMBUS, OH, STOKELY- 
VAN CAMP, INC., COLUMBUS, OH: 
970,492. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 6 (INT. CL. 4). 
KASWELL, NORMAN, FRAMINGHAM, MA: 
1,815,453, INT. CL. 27. 
KDI AMERICAN PRODUCTS, INC., MOORPARK, CA: 
1,815,405, INT. CL. 11. 
KEENO CORPORATION, 
CANADA: 
1,440,041, CANC. INT. CL. 26. 
KELTNER & ASSOCIATES, INC., CARMEL, IN: 
1,440,076, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 
KENAN SYSTEMS CORPORATION, CAMBRIDGE, MA: 
1,815,514, INT. CL. 42. 
KENDALL COMPANY, THE, MANSFIELD, MA: 
1,815,390, INT. CL. 10. 
KENFIL INC., VAN NUYS, CA: 
1,815,237, PUB. 8-10-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
KERVICK, SHIRLEY K., WARREN, RI: 
1,815,176, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
KEY WEST FRAGRANCE & COSMETIC FACTORY, INC., 
KEY WEST, FL: 
1,814,655, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
KHADELY, MOHAMMED, UPPER DARBY, PA, DBA 
KHADELY FABRICS: 
1,815,007, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
KIDS ENJOY EXERCISE NOW (K.E.E.N.) FOUNDATION 
INC., BETHESDA, MD: 
1,815,194, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
KILLER BAITS, INC., SACRAMENTO, CA: 
1,814,832, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
KIMBERLY-CLARK CORPORATION, NEENAH, WI: 
1,439,770, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
1,439,807, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
KING BROADCASTING COMPANY, SEATTLE, WA: 
1,440,209, CANC. INT. CL. 38. 
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KIWI NECTARS LIMITED, HAMILTON, NEW ZEALAND 
FROM MAUGHANS JEWELLERS LIMITED, HAMIL- 
TON, NEW ZEALAND: 


1,815,483, INT. CL. 32. 
KLIL YOFI LTD., NAZANET, ILITH, ISRAEL: 
1,440,028, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
KMC, INC., W. GREENWICH, RI: 
1,814,714, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 7 AND 12. 
KNOWLEDGENET, INC., PALATINE, IL: 
1,814,768, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
KOHLER CO., KOHLER, WI: 
94,999. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 13 (INT. CL. 11). 
KOHN, ROBERT H., BEVERLY HILLS, CA: 
1,440,204, CANC. INT. CL. 38. 


KRAFT FOODSERVICE HOLDING CORPORATION, 
DEERFIELD, IL: 


1,446,645, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 

KRAMER MUSIC PRODUCTS, INC., NEPTUNE, NJ: 
1,439,905, CANC. INT. CL. 15. 

KRONOS INCORPORATED, WALTHAM, MA: 
1,815,382, INT. CL. 9. 


KT INDUSTRIES LTD., WINNIPEG, MANITOBA, R3E 
2R9, CANADA: 


1,814,878, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


KYOCERA CORPORATION, YAMASHINA-KU, KYOTO, 
JAPAN: 


1,815,364, INT. CL. 9. 

KYZEN CORPORATION, NASHVILLE, TN: 
1,814,615, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 1. 

L. NEGRIN & SONS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,331, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 

L.C. LICENSING, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,002, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 

L’OREAL, PARIS CEDEX, FRANCE: 
1,814,628, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
1,814,629, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
1,814,636, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
1,814,640, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 


LA SOCIETE SFENA, VELIZY-VILLACOUBLAY CEDEX, 
FRANCE: 


1,439,827, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
LABORATOIRES SCIENCE ET MER SARL, 29480 LE 
RELECQ-KERHUON, FRANCE: 
1,814,625, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 3, 5 AND 29. 
LADY ROI, LTD., WALLINGTON, NJ: 
1,814,971, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
LAGEMAN, FRANK J., WESTERVILLE, OH: 
1,814,667, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
LAGRANGE MEMORIAL HOSPITAL, LAGRANGE, IL: 
1,440,275, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
LAICA, INC., MIAMI, FL: 
1,440,132, CANC. INT. CL. 33. 
LAKEWOOD PUBLICATIONS INC., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,814,885, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
LANGER BIOMECHANICS GROUP, INC., THE, DEER 
PARK, NY: 
1,814,807, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
LANIFICIO ERMENEGILDO ZEGNA & FIGLI S.P.A., 
TRIVERO (PROVINCE OF VERCELL)D), ITALY: 
1,440,008, CANC. INT. CL. 23. 
1,440,009, CANC. INT. CL. 23. 
1,440,010, CANC. INT. CL. 24. 
LARUS & BROTHER COMPANY, TUCKER, GA, LARUS & 
BROTHER COMPANY, RJCHMOND, VA: 
581,189. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 17 (INT. CL. 34). 
LAST MINUTE ROOMS, INC., SAVANNAH, GA: 
1,815,248, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
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LAUGHLIN SALES CORPORATION, FORT WORTH, TX: 
1,440,090, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
LAURENCE RAIFORD, M.D. P.A., DELRAY BEACH, FL: 
1,440,267, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
LAWTON/THACKER/SMITH, INC., TURLOCK, CA, DBA 
THE LAWTON DOLL COMPANY: 
1,815,457, INT. CL. 28. 
LEADER, ROBERT G., BROOKSTON, IN: 
1,815,024, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 28 AND 31. 
LEADERSHIP 2000, INC., PHOENIX, AZ: 
1,815,351, INT. CL. 9. 
LEASING TECHNOLOGY, INC., SALT LAKE CITY, UT: 
1,815,142, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 37 AND 41. 
LEE HUNT ASSOCIATES, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,577, INT. CL. 41. 
LEGGETT & PLATT, INCORPORATED, CARTHAGE, MO 
FROM NO-SAG PRODUCTS CORP., TROY, MI: 
1,814,946, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
LESLIE-LOCKE, INC., ATLANTA, GA, QUESTOR COR- 
PORATION, TOLEDO, OH: 
970,192. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 34 (INT. CL. 11). 
LEVER BROTHERS COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,439,758, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
LEWIS BROTHERS BAKERIES INCORPORATED, 
ANSVILLE, IN, DBA LEWIS BAKERIES INC.: 
1,815,479, INT. CL. 30. 
LEWIS, GEORGE M., NEW ALBANY, IN AND LEWIS, 
BARBARA F., NEW ALBANY, IN: 
1,815,513, INT. CL. 42. 
LEYBOLD AG, W-5000 KOLN 51, FED REP GERMANY: 
1,814,716, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 


LIBERTYVILLE SADDLE SHOP, INC., LIBERTYVILLE, 
IL: 


1,814,959, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 21. 
LIFETIME AUTOMOTIVE PRODUCTS, INC., DALLAS, 
TX: 
1,814,852, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
LIGHTEN UP ENTERPRISES, INC., EDINA, MN: 
1,814,916, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
LINCOLN, CHARLES, DALLAS, TX: 
1,815,488, INT. CL. 35. 
LINEAR CORPORATION, CARLSBAD, CA: 
1,815,349, INT. CL. 9. 


LING NAM MEDICINE FACTORY, KOWLOON, HONG 
KONG: 


1,814,662, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,814,663, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
LINVATEC CORPORATION, LARGO, FL: 
1,814,817, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
LISCO, INC., TAMPA, FL: 
1,814,951, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
1,815,030, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
1,815,431, INT. CL. 20. 
LISTON CONCEPTS, INC., SALT LAKE CITY, UT: 
1,814,836, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 
LIVING LAKES, INC., WASHINGTON, DC: 
1,440,216, CANC. INT. CL. 40. 
1,440,217, CANC. INT. CL. 40. 
LOGIC WORKS, INC., PRINCETON, NJ: 
1,814,797, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
LONCKE, RUDOLPH R., SACRAMENTO, CA: 
1,815,417, INT. CL. 16. 

LONG ISLAND GAME FARM, INC., MANORVILLE, NY: 
1,440,232, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 

LOOS & CO., INC., NAPLES, FL: 
1,814,734, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 8. 


EV- 
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LOPEZ, MANUEL ANTONIO, CAMBRIDGE, MA: 
1,815,279, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
LORRAINE LINENS, INC., DEERFIELD BEACH, FL, 
QUAKER LACE COMPANY, PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
581,002. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 42 (INT. CL. 24). 
LOTECH INDUSTRIES INC., DENVER, CO: 
1,815,020, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 


LOTUS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, CAMBRIDGE, 
MA: 


1,815,358, INT. CL. 9 
* LOVELAND INDUSTRIES, INC:: 
1,491,786, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
LOWCOUNTRY HOSPITALITY, INC., CHARLESTON, SC: 
1,815,582, INT. CL. 42. 
LOWE’S FOOD STORES, 
DBA LOWES FOODS: 
1,815,084, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 35 AND 42. 
LUBRIZOL CORPORATION, THE, WICKLIFFE, OH: 
1,439,717, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
LUITPOLD PHARMACEUTICALS, INC., SHIRLEY, NY: 
1,439,778, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
LYONS, ROBERT, MADISON, OH, COLE NURSERY COM- 
PANY, INC., CIRCLEVILLE, OH: 
973,669. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 1 (INT. CL. 31). 
M.T.C., INC., SAN ANTONIO, TX: 
1,815,289, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
MACK TRUCKS, INC., ALLENTOWN, PA: 
1,814,991, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
MACROMEDIA, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, CA FROM MA- 
CROMIND, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
1,814,741, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
MACROMIND, INC.: See— 
MACROMEDIA, INC.. 
MADICO, INC., WOBURN, MA: 
1,814,935, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 17. 
MAG METAL PRODUCTS, MAALE HAGALIL, ISRAEL: 
1,439,818, CANC. INT. CL. 6. 
MAGELLAN CORPORATION, THE, TALLAHASSE, FL: 
1,439,846, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
MAGNADYNE CORPORATION, COMPTON, CA: 
1,815,410, INT. CL. 12. 
MAGNI COMPANY, THE, MCKINNEY, TX: 
1,814,677, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
MAHGEREFTEH, EDMOND, SHERMAN OAKS, CA: 
1,815,233, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


MAIDENFORM, INC., NEW YORK, NY, MAIDENFORM, 
INC., NEW YORK, NY: 


971,400. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 39 (INT. CL. 25). 
MAILMOVERS, INC., SEATTLE, WA: 
1,815,490, INT. CL. 35. 


MAINE BIOLOGICAL LABORATORIES, INC., WATER- 
VILLE, ME: 


1,814,682, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,814,683, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,814,684, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
MALLY ENTERPRISES INCORPORATED, DAVENPORT, 
IA: 
1,814,888, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


MAPLEHURST FARMS, INCORPORATED, INDIANAPO- 
LIS, IN: 


1,815,054, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 29. 
1,815,071, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 32. 
MARCEL PAPER MILLS, INC., ELMWOOD PARK, NJ, 


MARCALUS MANUFACTURING CO. INC., EAST PA- 
TERSON, NJ: 


582,691. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 37 (INT. CL. 16). 
MARCOR, INC., HOUSTON, TX: 
1,814,737, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 9 AND 42. 
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MARCUS FRANKLIN & ASSOCIATES INC., ANAHEIM 
HILLS, CA: 


1,814,786, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
MARDEL LABORATORIES, INC., GLENDALE HEIGHTS, 
IL: 
1,814,672, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
MARIE BRIZARD ET ROGER, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,068, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 32 AND 33. 
MARIETTA AUTOMOTIVE WAREHOUSE, INC., MARI- 
ETTA, OH: 
1,814,707, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
CLS. 7 AND 12. 
MARIGLEN’S SOUND TRACKS RECORDING STUDIOS, 
INC., SEVIERVILLE, TN: 
1,440,329, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
MARIMEKKO OY, HELSINKI, FINLAND: 
1,439,973, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
AND 24. 
MARION HOLMES ENTERPRISES, 
NY: 
1,440,012, CANC. INT. CL. 24. 
MARJORIE SARNAT & ASSOCIATES, INC., GRANADA 
HILLS, CA: 
1,814,957, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
MARKET STREET DEVELOPERS, LTD., DALLAS, TX, 
DBA WEST END MARKET PLACE: 
1,440,192, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
MARKEY, JENNIFER C., ALEXANDRIA, VA, DBA 
THERMOLYSIS BY JENNIFER: 
1,440,279, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
1,440,280, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
MARKS, CARA GOLDBERG, LAWRENCE, NY, DBA 
DESIGN STUDIO INC.: 
1,439,909, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 16, 21 
AND 28. 
MARS, INCORPORATED, MCLEAN, VA: 
1,440,107, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
MARSHALLTOWN TROWEL COMPANY, MARSHALL- 
TOWN, IA: 
1,814,721, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
MARTIN SPROCKET & GEAR, INC., ARLINGTON, TX: 
1,815,334, INT. CL. 7. 
MARU MARTIAL ARTS INC., BALTIMORE, MD: 
1,815,171, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
MATTEL, INC., HAWTHORNE, CA: 
1,440,056, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,057, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,058, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,059, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,060, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,061, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
MATTES, PHILIP, FORT LAUDERDALE, FL: 
1,814,915, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
MATTHEWS, LYNDA, DUNCANVILLE, 
BOWDEN, SUSAN, DUNCANVILLE, TX: 
1,815,023, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
MAVEN COMPANY, INC., THE, WATERBURY, CT, DBA 
THE YOUNG MANAGEMENT COMPANY: 
1,815,108, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
MCCLASKEY, THOMAS R., YUBA CITY, CA, DBA NITE 
FLITE PRODUCTIONS: 
1,815,367, INT. CL. 9. 
MCCRANE, INC., NAPA, CA, DBA HARBINGER: 
1,815,034, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
MCDANIEL, AMY R., COLUMBIA FALLS, MT, DBA 
NORTHERN T-SHIRTS: 
1,815,003, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
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MCDONALD'S CORPORATION, OAK BROOK, IL: 
1,815,200, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
1,815,204, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 


MCFERRIN ENGINEERING AND MANUFACTURING 
CO., DALLAS, TX, DBA MEMCO: 


1,814,723, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 


MCGUIRE FURNITURE COMPANY, THE, SAN FRANCIS- 
CO, CA: 


1,814,956, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 


MCI COMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION, WASHING- 
TON, DC: 


1,815,154, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 38. 
1,815,155, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 38. 

MCKESSON CORPORATION, SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
1,814,679, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 

MCLELLAN, GRIFFITH W., SAN DIEGO, CA, DBA 

QUALITY ASSURANCE INTERNATIONAL: 

1,815,298, PUB. 10-12-1993. U.S. CL. A. 

MEAD CORPORATION, THE, DAYTON, OH: 
1,814,928, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 

MEAD DATA CENTRAL, INC., DAYTON, OH: 
1,440,307, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
1,440,308, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 

MEASUREMENT SPECIALTIES, INC., FAIRFIELD, NJ: 
1,815,348, INT. CL. 9. 

MEBCO INDUSTRIES, INC., SHAKOPEE, MN: 
1,815,435, INT. CL. 21. 

MEDICAL ECONOMICS DATA INC., MONTVALE, NJ: 
1,814,913, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
1,814,914, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 

MEDICAL MIND, INC., THE, CAMP HILL, PA: 
1,814,764, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

MEDICON, NORTHBROOK, IL: 
1,815,214, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 

MEDLINE INDUSTRIES, INC., MUNDELEIN, IL: 
970,853. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 44 (INT. CL. 25). 
MEED NATIONAL CORPORATION, THE, MIAMI, FL: 

1,440,184, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
MEETING PLANNERS INTERNATIONAL, DALLAS, TX: 
1,815,277, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
MELVILLE CORPORATION, RYE, NY: 
1,815,010, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
MENNEN COMPANY, THE, MORRISTOWN, NJ: 
580,657. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 51 (INT. CL. 3). 
MERCEDES-BENZ AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, 7000 


STUTTGART 60 (UNTERTURKHEIM), FED REP GER- 
MANY: 


1,440,136, CANC. INT. CL. 34. 

MFE GROUP, INC., THE, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,742, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

MIAMI LAKES HOSPITALITY, INC., MIAMI LAKES, FL: 
1,815,222, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 

MICHAEL ALTMAN, INC., BRONX, NY: 
1,815,146, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 37. 

MICHAEL CHRISTOPHER, LTD., LAKE ZURICH, IL: 
1,814,626, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 

MICHIGAN DISCOUNT JEWELERS, LTD., CLARKSTON, 


MI, DBA MICHIGAN JEWELERS, LTD. AND DBA MDJ 
SPORTS JEWELRY: 


1,815,424, INT. CL. 18. 


MICK, WALTER L., YAKIMA, WA, DBA MICKS’ PEP- 
POURRI: 


1,440,073, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 

MICROSOFT CORPORATION, REDMOND, WA: 
1,815,350, INT. CL. 9. 

MICROTOUCH SYSTEMS, INC., WILMINGTON, MA: 
1,814,780, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

MIDLAND FINANCIAL CO., OKLAHOMA CITY, OK: 
1,440,177, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
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MILES INC., PITTSBURG, PA: 
1,815,383, INT. CL. 9. 
MILLER BREWING COMPANY, MILWAUKEE, WI, 
MILLER HIGH LIFE COMPANY, MILWAUKEE, WI: 
305,870. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 48 (INT. CL. 32). 
MILLIKEN & COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY, DEERING 
MILLIKEN, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
962,883. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 42 (INT. CL. 24). 
972,459. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 42 (INT. CL. 27). 
MILLIKEN & COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,014, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 27. 
1,815,095, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
MILLS, TIMMONS & FLOWERS (A PROFESSIONAL LAW 
CORPORATION), SHREVEPORT, LA: 
1,815,250, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
MINNESOTA MINING AND MANUFACTURING COMPA- 
NY, SAINT PAUL, MN, AKA 3M: 
1,439,801, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
MINOTAUR DESIGNS, LTD., SAINT ALBAN’S, HERT- 
FORDSHIRE, AL! 4PT, ENGLAND: 
1,815,240, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
MIRAGE STUDIOS, NORTHAMPTON, MA: 
1,815,505, INT. CL. 41. 
MISTRAL TRADE CORPORATION, HOUSTON, TX: 
1,814,642, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
MJM GROUP, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,033, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
MOBIL OIL CORPORATION, FAIRFAX, VA: 
1,815,202, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 


MOLTEN METAL TECHNOLOGY, INC., CAMBRIDGE, 
MA: 


1,815,503, INT. CL. 40. 
MONIQUE TRADING CORPORATION, BURLINGAME, 
CA: 
1,815,022, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
MONTGOMERY SECURITIES, SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
1,815,123, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
MOREHEAD, INC., BALDWIN, KS: 
1,814,899, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
MORGAN GUARANTY TRUST COMPANY OF NEW 
YORK, THE, NEW YORK, NY, DBA EXECUTOR OF 


THE ESTATE OF IRVING BERLIN, AN ESTATE OF 
NEW YORK: 


1,729,293, COR. INT. CL. 16. 
MORRISON RESTAURANTS INC., MOBILE, AL FROM 
MORRISON INCORPORATED, MOBILE, AL: 
1,815,471, INT. CL. 29. 
MOSS GUARD, INC., BOONE, NC: 
1,814,703, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 6 AND 42. 
1,814,705, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
MOTHER’S FOOD PRODUCTS, INC., NEWARK, NJ, 
MOTHER'S FOOD PRODUCTS, INC., NEWARK, NJ: 
581,646. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 
MOTOROLA, INC., SCHAUMBURG, IL: 
1,815,366, INT. CL. 9. 
MOTUL S.A., 93300 AUBERVILLIERS, FRANCE: 
1,814,651, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 4. 
MOUNTAIN ALLIANCE, ARNOLD, CA: 
1,815,297, PUB. 10-12-1993. U.S. CL. 200. 
MOUNTAIN EQUIPMENT CO-OPERATIVE, VANCOU- 
VER, B.C. V6J 1K1, CANADA: 
1,814,839, PUB. 9-7-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 
12, 18, 20, 22, 25 AND 42. 
MOUNTAIN MAN WINTER TRIATHLON, INC., AVON, 
Co: 
1,815,199, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
MRS. COLUMBUS SUPER PIES, INC., DETROIT, MI: 
1,815,061, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 30. 
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MULLOY, PETER, LA COSTA, CA, DBA ADVANCED 
NUTRITIONAL PRODUCTS: 


1,439,998, CANC. INT. CL. 21 
MURATA MANUFACTURING CO., LTD., NAGAOKA- 


KYO-SHI, KYOTO-FU, JAPAN, ERIE RESISTOR COR- 
PORATION, ERIE, PA: 


574,330. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 21 (INT. CL. 9). 
MUSICIAN'S FRIEND, INC., MEDFORD, OR: 
1,815,269, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
MUSTEK, INC., IRVINE, CA: 
1,814,782, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
MYCONE DENTAL SUPPLY CO., INC., CHERRY HILL, 
NJ: 
1,814,818, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10 
M31 SYSTEMS INC., LONGUEUIL, QUEBEC, CANADA: 
1,815,306, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 9, 37 AND 42. 
NA NA TRADING CO., INC., SANTA MONICA, CA: 
1,815,553, INT. CL. 25. 
NABISCO, INC., PARSIPPANY, NJ: 
1,815,062, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 30. 
1,815,132, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
NALCO CHEMICAL COMPANY, NAPERVILLE, IL: 
1,814,750, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF ENROLLED AGENTS, 
ROCKVILLE, MD: 


1,815,296, PUB. 10-12-1993. U.S. CL. 200. 


NATIONAL BROADCASTING COMPANY, 
YORK, NY 


1,440,233, CANC. INT. CL. 41 


NATIONAL CENTER FOR HOUSING MANAGEMENT, 
WASHINGTON, DC: 


1,815,101, PUB. 10-12-1993. 
CLS. 35 AND 41 


NATIONAL CORN GROWERS ASSOCIATION, INC., ST. 
LOUIS, MO 


1,815,266, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 


NATIONAL CORPORATE SCIENCES, 
PLAINS, NY: 


1,814,901, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 


NATIONAL COUNCIL FOR CHILDREN’S’ RIGHTS, 
WASHINGTON, DC: 


1,814,877, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16 


NATIONAL GROUND WATER ASSOCIATION, DUBLIN, 
OH: 


1,815,183, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
NATIONAL GYPSUM COMPANY, CHARLOTTE, NC: 
973,177. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 6 (INT. CL. 1). 


NATIONAL LIBRARY OF MEDICINE, THE, BETHESDA, 
MD 


1,439,930, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 


NATIONAL RURAL LETTER CARRIERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
ALEXANDRIA, VA 


1,815,295, PUB. 10-12-1993. U.S. CL. 200. 


NATIONAL SEA PRODUCTS INCORPORATED, PORTS- 
MOUTH, NH: 


1,815,558, INT. CL. 29 
NATIONAL SERVICE 
GA: 
1,439,987, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
NATIONAL SHORTHAND REPORTERS ASSOCIATION, 


VIENNA, VA TO NATIONAL SHORTHAND REPORT- 
ERS ASSOCIATION, VIENNA, VA: 


1,705,980, COR. U.S. CL. 200. 


NATIONAL TOUR ASSOCIATION, 
KY: 


1,814,910, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
NATIONAL TRADE PRODUCTIONS, 
DRIA, VA: 
1,815,114, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
CLS. 35 AND 41 
NATURE'S BOUNTY, INC., BOHEMIA, NY: 
1,814,676, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5 


INC., NEW 


MULTIPLE CLASS, INT 


INC., WHITE 


INDUSTRIES, INC., ATLANTA, 


INC., LEXINGTON, 


INC., ALEXAN- 


INT. 


OFFICIAL GAZETTE 


JANUARY 4, 1994 


NATUREFORM, INC., JACKSONVILLE, FL: 
1,814,724, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
NATUREMOST OF NEW ENGLAND, 
TOWN, CT: 
1,439,786, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
NEDLOG COMPANY, THE, WHEELING, IL: 
976,906. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 45 (INT. CL. 32). 
NEE, PATRICK J.. GARDEN GROVE, CA, DBA DENTAL 
OPTICS & ENGINEERING: 
1,814,821, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
NEIGHBOR'S FINANCIAL CORPORATION, SACRAMEN- 
TO, CA: 
1,815,141, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
NETCORE TECHNOLOGY, INC., PLANO, TX: 
1,815,270, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
NEW ENGLAND SERUM COMPANY, INC., TOPSFIELD, 
MA, DBA JUST FOR PETS SUPERSTORE: 
1,815,221, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
NEW ENTERTAINMENT GUILD, LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,815,206, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
NEW WORLD TELEVISION, LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,815,198, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
NEWAY ANCHORLOK INTERNATIONAL, INC., MUSKE- 
GON, MI: 
1,815,168, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 40. 
NEWCO, INC, OMAHA, NE, DBA THE COLLEGIATE AD- 
VERTISING NETWORK: 
1,815,099, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
NEWELL, ARTHUR E., TOPEKA, KS, DBA BUD E. 
NEWELL & ASSOCIATES, INC-.: 
1,814,654, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 4. 
NIC & NAT’S ENTERPRISES, INC., TIBURON, CA: 
1,815,511, INT. CL. 41. 
NICOR INC., NAPERVILLE, IL: 
1,815,148, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 37. 
NIKE, INC., BEAVERTON, OR: 
1,721,026, COR. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 18 AND 
25. 
1,724,516, COR. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 18 AND 
25. 
1,815,440, INT. CL. 25. 
NIMER BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT, 
HILLS, CA: 
1,814,907, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
NINTENDO OF AMERICA INC., REDMOND, WA: 
1,815,032, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
NISSAN, PAUL, TORRANCE, CA, DBA THE COMING 
DAY: 
1,815,265, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
NO-SAG PRODUCTS CORP.: See-— 
LEGGETT & PLATT, INCORPORATED. 
NORBRANDS HORTICULTURAL INC., TORONTO, ON- 
TARIO, M4V 1A4, CANADA: 
1,440,119, CANC. INT. CL. 31. 
NORM THOMPSON OUTFITTERS, INC., PORTLAND, OR: 
1,815,581, INT. CL. 42. 
NORTH BEACH LEATHER INTERNATIONAL, INC., SAN 
FRANCISCO, CA: 
1,815,001, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
NORTH COAST MEDICAL, INC., SAN JOSE, CA: 
1,814,745, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
NORTHERN CAP MANUFACTURING CO., MINNEAPO- 
LIS, MN: 
1,815,005, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
NORTHPOINT SOFTWARE VENTURES, INC., FRAMING- 
HAM, MA: 
1,815,098, PUB. 10-12-1993. 
CLS. 35, 36 AND 42. 


INC., MIDDLE- 


INC., BEVERLY 


MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
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NOT THE NORM, SAN DIEGO, CA: 
1,814,990, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 


NOVENCO A/S, DK-4700 NAESTVED, DENMARK, NOR- 


DISK VENTILATOR CO. A/S, 4700 NAESTVED, DEN- 
MARK: 


970,741. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 34 (INT. CL. 11). 
NULON PRODUCTS (AUSTRALIA) PTY. LIMITED, DEE 
WHY, NEW SOUTH WALES, AUSTRALIA: 
1,439,763, CANC. INT. CL. 4. 
NYNEX CORPORATION, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,501, INT. CL. 38. 
O. C. WHITE COMPANY, ROCHDALE, MA: 
1,439,879, CANC. INT. CL. 11. 
O.1.S. TIRE, INC., NEW PHILADELPHIA, OH: 
1,814,755, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 


O.M. SCOTT & SONS COMPANY, THE, MARYSVILLE, 
OH: 


1,815,481, INT. CL. 31. 
O’CONNOR, GEOFFREY L., SEATTLE, WA: 
1,815,045, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
O'NEIL, MOHRMANN & SHANKLIN, INC., SAN DIEGO, 
CA, DBA O&M DIVERSIFIED PRODUCTS: 
1,439,943, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
OBERBILLIG, ANDREW, KENT, WA: 
1,814,781, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
OBNOXIOUS YOUTH - O. Y., ENCINITAS, CA: 
1,814,995, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH SERVICES, INC., LARKSPUR, 
CA: 
1,815,223, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
OFFICIAL PUBLICATIONS, INC., FORT WASHINGTON, 
PA, OFFICIAL PUBLICATIONS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
962,060. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 38 (INT. CL. 16). 
OGIO INTERNATIONAL, INC., SALT LAKE CITY, UT: 
1,814,989, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
OHTSU TIRE & RUBBER CO., LTD., THE, IZUMI-OHTSU- 
SHI, OSAKA, JAPAN: 
1,814,845, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
OIL CENTER RESEARCH, INC., LAFAYETTE, LA: 
964,099. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 22 (INT. CL. 28). 
OLD FASHIONED ENTERPRISES, INC., OMAHA, NE: 
1,815,559, INT. CL. 29. 
OLFACTORY CORPORATION, THE, VENTURA, CA: 
1,814,647, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
OMEGA INDUSTRIAL COMPANY, SARASOTA, FL: 
1,439,893, CANC. INT. CL. 12. 
OPTIK, INC., ODENTON, MD: 
1,814,808, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
ORANGE COMMUNICATIONS, INC., SPRING PARK, MN: 
1,815,535, INT. CL. 9. 
OREGONIAN PUBLISHING COMPANY, PORTLAND, OR: 
1,815,191, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
ORNAS INDUSTRIES INC., CAMARILLO, CA: 
1,439,737, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
ORRVILLE LEATHER, INC., ORRVILLE, OH: 
1,814,732, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 8. 
OSBORNE ENTERPRISES, INC., TORRANCE, CA: 
1,815,504, INT. CL. 40. 
OSHKOSH TRUCK CORPORATION, OSHKOSH, WI: 
1,814,856, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
OTIS ENGINEERING CORPORATION, DALLAS, TX, 
DBA TRA: 
1,440,195, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
AND 42. 
OY VISTEST AB, SF-02200 ESP00, FINLAND: 
1,814,889, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
P. B. SUBS, INC., DUBUQUE, IA: 
1,815,161, PUB. 10-12-1993. 
CLS. 39 AND 42. 


INT. CLS. 37 


MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
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P.T.C. BRANDS, INC., RICHMOND, VA, AMERICAN 
CANDY MANUFACTURING CO., SELMA, AL: 
969,748. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 30). 
PABST BREWING COMPANY, SAN ANTONIO, TX: 
1,815,069, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 32. 
PACE COMMUNICATIONS, INC., GREENSBORO, NC: 
1,815,578, INT. CL. 42. 
PACIFIC CHEMICAL INDUSTRIAL CO., LTD., SEOUL, 
REPUBLIC OF KOREA: 
1,439,736, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
PACIFIC COAST RESTAURANT MERCHANTS, LTD., 
PORTLAND, OR: 
1,440,265, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
PACIFIC PACKAGING CONCEPTS, INC., GARDENA, CA, 


DBA FRESH START VITAMIN CO. AND DBA C&A 
ENTERPRISES: 


1,814,656, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
PACIFIC ROLLER DIE COMPANY, INC., HAYWARD, CA: 
978,552. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 23 (INT. CL. 7). 
PACKARD MOTOR CAR COMPANY, INC., BOONTON, 
NJ, TA PERFORMANCE SUSPENSION TECHNOLOGY: 
1,814,841, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
PALL CORPORATION, GLEN COVE, NY: 
1,815,398, INT. CL. 11. 
PALS ENTERPRISES, INC., CEDAR FALLS, IA: 
1,439,996, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 
PANDOR, INC., HOUSTON, TX: 
1,439,759, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
1,439,760, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
PAPA DOO RUN RUN, CUPERTINO, CA: 
1,815,177, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
PARABODY, INC., RAMSEY, MN: 
1,815,019, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
PARAMOUNT DISTILLERS, INC., CLEVELAND, OH: 
1,815,077, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 33. 
PARKHURST PRODUCTS INC., DON MILLS, ONTARIO, 
M3B 2A4, CANADA: 
1,815,544, INT. CL. 16. 
PARTY CITY CORPORATION, PARSIPPANY, NJ: 
1,815,585, INT. CL. 42. 
PASSEPARTOUT, INC., GREENWICH, CT: 
1,439,744, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
PATIENT SOLUTIONS INC., SAN DIEGO, CA: 
1,815,391, INT. CL. 10. 
PAUL HERTZLER & CO., INC., GOSHEN, IN: 
1,815,379, INT. CL. 9. 
PAUL LAVITT MILLS, INC., HICKORY, NC: 
1,814,987, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
PAWTUCKET CREDIT UNION, PAWTUCKET, RI: 
1,815,137, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
PAYMENT SYSTEMS, INC., TAMPA, FL: 
1,815,112, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
PEACE PILLOWS, INC., DETROIT, MI: 
1,815,438, INT. CL. 24. 
PEERLESS CARPET CORPORATION, 
QUEBEC, CANADA: 
1,815,579, INT. CL. 42. 
PELIKAN, INC., FRANKLIN, TN: 
1,815,368, INT. CL. 9. 
PELLEGRINO PROMOTIONS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,759, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
PENN EMBLEM CO., PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,814,739, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
PENNWALT CORPORATION, PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,439,927, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
PEPSICO, INC., PURCHASE, NY: 
1,815,484, INT. CL. 32. 


MONTREAL, 
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PERERA, NEOMAL A., SANTA ANA, CA AND DESILVA, 
CHRISTOPHER, SANTA ANA, CA: 


1,814,908, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 16 AND 35. 

PERFUMERIA GAL, S.A., MADRID, SPAIN: 
1,814,634, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 

PERGAMENT HOME CENTERS, INC., MELVILLE, NY: 
1,815,243, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 

PETER ECKRICH AND SONS, INC., FT. WAYNE, IN: 
1,440,338, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 


PETERSON MANUFACTURING COMPANY, GRAND- 
VIEW, MO: 


1,814,767, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
PETICARE, INC., ENGLEWOOD, CO: 
1,440,301, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
PETS NATURAL PRODUCTS, INC., CORAL GABLES, FL: 
1,814,669, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
PETSMART, INC., PHOENIX, AZ: 
1,815,480, INT. CL. 31. 
PHELPS, JOE D., LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,814,909, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
PHH AVIATION SYSTEMS, INC., GOLDEN, CO: 
1,439,835, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 


PHILADELPHIA FOLKSONG SOCIETY, 
PHIA, PA: 


1,815,190, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 


PHOENIX SCIENTIFIC, INC., ST. JOSEPH, MO, DBA 
AMTECH GROUP, INC.: 


1,814,665, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 

PHONE BASE SYSTEMS, INCORPORATED, VIENNA, VA: 
1,815,377, INT. CL. 9. 

PHOTOSHOOT COSMETICS, LA COSTA, CA, COMPOSED 


OF CHRISTY STEVENSON AND FRED SWEET, BOTH 
U.S. CITIZENS: 


1,814,643, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
PIECE GOODS SHOPS COMPANY L.P., WINSTON- 


SALEM, NC, PIECE GOODS SHOP, INC., WINSTON- 
SALEM, NC: 


972,571. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 101 (INT. CL. 42). 
PILLSBURY COMPANY, THE, MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,440,085, CANC. INT. CL. 29. 
PIONEER MANUFACTURING COMPANY, CLEVELAND, 
OH: 
1,814,944, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 19. 
1,814,945, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 19. 
PIRANHA PROPELLERS, INC., SANTA ROSA, CA: 
1,814,854, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
PIZZA TRANSIT AUTHORITY, INC., LEXINGTON, KY: 
1,440,214, CANC. INT. CL. 39. 
PLAY PRODUCTS, INC., RAHWAY, NJ: 
1,814,796, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
POLAROID CORPORATION, CAMBRIDGE, MA: 
1,815,376, INT. CL. 9. 
POLISH MOUNTAIN MAPLE PRODUCTS, INC., FLINT- 
STONE, MD: 
970,885. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 30). 


POLO RALPH LAUREN CORPORATION, NEW YORK, 
NY: 


1,815,515, INT. CL. 42. 
POLYCHROME CORPORATION, YONKERS, NY: 
1,439,707, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 1 AND 
2. 
POLYGAL U.S.A., INC., JANESVILLE, WI: 
1,814,943, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 19. 


PONT DATA COMPANY, LTD., LONDON, GREAT BRIT- 
AIN: 


1,716,393, COR. INT. CL. 36. 
PORTEC, INC., OAK BROOK, IL: 
1,814,693, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
POSTMA, RANDALL, WYOMING, MI, DBA RANDALL 
ENTERPRISES: 
1,814,844, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 


PHILADEL- 
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POWER TOOL SPECIALISTS, INC., EAST WINDSOR, CT: 
1,717,035, COR. INT. CL. 7. 
PPG INDUSTRIES, INC., PITTSBURGH, PA: 
1,815,423, INT. CL. 17. 
PRATT & LAMBERT, INC., BUFFALO, NY: 
1,814,613, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 1 AND 2. 
1,815,319, INT. CL. 2. 
1,815,320, INT. CL. 2. 
PREMIER SUNSCREENS, INC., PARK RIDGE, IL: 
1,814,648, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
PRES-ON MERCHANDISING CORPORATION, ADDISON, 
IL: 
1,814,931, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
PRESTIGE PERSONNEL SERVICES, 
HEIGHTS, CA: 
1,440,160, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
PRESTON DRUG & SURGICAL CO., INC., BUTLER, NJ: 
1,439,798, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
PRETTY NEAT PRODUCTS CORP., POMPANO BEACH, 
FL: 
1,439,826, CANC. INT. CL. 8. 
1,439,934, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
PRINZING ENTERPRISES, INC., WARRENVILLE, IL: 
1,814,701, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
PRO SHOP COMPANY, EUGENE, OR: 
1,815,494, INT. CL. 37. 
PRODUCTS RESEARCH COMPANY, GLENDALE, CA TO 


COURTAULDS AEROSPACE, INC. WOODLAND 
HILLS, CA: 


563,250, AM. U.S. CL. 12. 

PROFESSIONAL MEDICAL PRODUCTS, INC., GREEN- 
WOOD, SC: 

1,439,871, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 

PROFICIENCY, SALT LAKE CITY, UT: 

1,814,738, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

PROFORX, INC., BREA, CA: 

1,814,851, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 

PROJECT MARKETING ASSOCIATES, 
LAND, MA: 

1,815,125, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 

PUGET SOUND TENT & AWNING CO.: See— 

JOHNSON CAMPING, INC.. 
PURELY HAWAIIAN INC., MENIFEE, CA: 
1,814,637, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 3 AND 25. 

PUSSER’S, LTD., TORTOLA, BR.VIRGIN ISLANDS: 
1,815,414, INT. CL. 14. 

QP&H MANUFACTURING, INC., QUOGUE, NY: 
1,814,794, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 

QUAIL ROOST QUAIL FARMS, INC., MIAMI, FL: 
1,439,713, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 

QUAKER CHEMICAL CORPORATION, WILMINGTON, 
DE FROM QUAKER PETROLEUM CHEMICALS COM- 
PANY, CONROE, TX: 

1,815,313, INT. CL. 1. 
QUALTEC, INC., PALM BEACH GARDENS, FL TO 


QUALTEC QUALITY SERVICES, INC., NORTH PALM 
BEACH, FL: 


1,595,290 NEW CERT. 1-4-1994. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
INT. CLS. 16, 35, 40, 41 AND 42. 

QUEEN CITY PLASTICS, INC., CHARLOTTE, NC: 
1,439,853, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 

QUESORO S.A., BUENOS AIRES, ARGENTINA: 
1,815,468, INT. CL. 29. 

QUESTECH INTERNATIONAL, INC., TAMPA, FL: 
1,815,397, INT. CL. 11. 

R & M RICHARDS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,982, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 


ROWLAND 


INC., ROCK- 
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R. C. BIGELOW, INC., FAIRFIELD, CT: 
971,505. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 30). 
R. D. WERNER CO., INC., GREENVILLE, PA: 
1,814,958, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
R. H. MACY & CO., INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,038, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
1,814,997, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25 
RACE ROCK, INC., FRASER, MI: 
1,814,973, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 25 AND 42. 
RACQUET COBBLERS, INC., MARIETTA, GA: 
1,815,285, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,286, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
RAINFAIR, INC., RACINE, WI: 
1,440,035, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
RAINIER INSTITUTE FOR BIOLOGICAL RESEARCH, 
AUBURN, WA, DBA RAINIER NATURAL FOODS: 
1,815,059, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 30. 
RALSTON PURINA COMPANY, ST. LOUIS, MO: 
1,440,121, CANC. INT. CL. 31. 


RAMA BOUTIQUE DE BEAUTE LTDA, RIO DE JANEI- 
RO-RJ, BRAZIL: 


1,439,733, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
RAPAPORT CORPORATION, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,092, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 35 AND 36. 
RAY COOK GOLF COMPANY, CARLSBAD, CA: 
1,815,044, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
RD PUBLICATIONS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,568, INT. CL. 35. 


READER'S DIGEST ASSOCIATION, INC., THE, PLEAS- 
ANTVILLE, NY: 


961,119. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 101 (INT. CL. 35). 
REAL CONFECTIONERY COMPANY LIMITED, THE, 


HIGH WYCOMBE BUCKS HP13 6EJ, ENGLAND, VITA- 
MIN FRUIT: 


1,723,187, COR. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 5 AND 
30. 
RECON SYSTEMS, INC., RARITAN, NJ: 
1,815,219, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
RECYCLED PAPER PRODUCTS, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,815,545, INT. CL. 16. 


RED GIANT OIL COMPANY, COUNCIL BLUFFS, IA: 
584,561. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 15 (INT. CL. 4). 


RED WING SHOE COMPANY, INC., RED WING, MN: 
1,815,450, INT. CL. 25. 


REDICON CORPORATION, CANTON, OH: 
1,815,521, INT. CL. 42. 


REDMILL HOLDINGS WASPIK BV SCHOUWBURG- 
PLEIN, 30-34 3012 EL ROTTDAM, NETHERLANDS, 
JAMES KEILLER & SON LTD., INC., BALTIMORE, MD: 


$80,651. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 
REED HOLDINGS INC., NEWTON, MA, DBA CAHNERS 
EXPOSITION GROUP: 
1,440,347, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
REED HOLDINGS INC., NEWTON, MA, DBA CAHNERS 
EXPOSTION GROUP: 
1,440,348, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 


REESE CHEMICAL COMPANY, THE, CLEVELAND, OH: 
1,815,529, INT. CL. 5. 


REEVES, MIKE, SILVER SPRING, MD: 
1,814,744, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
REEVES, ROBERT SIMS, HOLLYWOOD, CA: 
969,642. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 36 (INT. CL. 9). 
RELCO CORP., OVERLAND PARK, KS: 
1,815,229, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,230, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
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RESOURCE TECHNOLOGY, INC., TUCKER, GA: 
1,439,970, CANC. INT. CL. 19. 
RHEE, NAMI, FARMINGTON HILLS, MI, DBA CRE- 
ATIVE ADDITION BY NAMI & ASSOCIATES: 
1,814,876, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
RHL INDUSTRIES, INC., EDMONDS, WA: 
1,814,680, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
RHOMBERG TEXTIL GESELLSCHAFT M.B.H., A-6850 
DORNBIRN, AUSTRIA: 
1,814,966, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 24. 
RHONE-POULENC SURFACTANTS AND SPECIALTIES 
L.P., PRINCETON, NJ: 
1,815,317, INT. CL. 1. 
RHYTHM WATCH CO., LTD. TAITO-KU, TOKYO, 
JAPAN: 
975,919. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 27 (INT. CL. 14). 
RINGFEDER GMBH, 4150 KREFELD-UERDINGEN, FED 
REP GERMANY: 
976,277. REN. 11-24-93. MULTIPLE CLASS, U.S. CLS. 
19 (INT. CL. 12) AND 23 (INT. CLS. 6 AND 7). 
RISING ENTERPRISE CORPORATION, AMBLER, PA: 
1,815,203, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
RIVER NORTH RECORDS, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,814,760, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
RMO, INC., DENVER, CO: 
1,815,385, INT. CL. 10. 
ROBERT GODFREY, LTD., MAMARONECK, NY: 
1,815,220, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
ROBERT H. BOCKHORST’S PROPERTIES UNLIMITED, 
INC., CINCINNATI, OH: 
1,440,193, CANC. INT. CL. 36. 
ROBERT LEE MORRIS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,632, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 3. 
ROBINETTE COMPANY, THE, BRISTOL, TN: 
1,814,918, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
ROCHE DIAGNOSTIC SYSTEMS, INC., BRANCHBURG, 
NJ: 
1,814,668, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
ROGERS, LUNT & BOWLEN COMPANY, GREENFIELD, 
MA, DBA LUNT SILVERSMITHS: 
975,921. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 28 (INT. CL. 14). 
ROHM AND HAAS COMPANY, PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,439,806, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
ROLF C. HAGEN (USA) CORP., MANSFIELD, MA: 
1,815,065, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 31. 
ROLLING THUNDER CYCLES, INC., HEMPSTEAD, NY: 
1,815,291, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
ROPLAST INDUSTRIES INCORPORATED, OROVILLE, 
CA: 
1,814,902, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
ROSE CAGE INK, INC., SAN FRANCISCO, CA: 
1,815,448, INT. CL. 25. 
ROSENBLATT, SOLOMAN, MARCO ISLAND, FL: 
1,815,459, INT. CL. 28. 
ROSENTHAL, DOREN, SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA: 
1,815,365, INT. CL. 9. 
ROSY B. VERSAND GMBH, 8102 MITTENWALD, FED 
REP GERMANY: 
1,730,670, COR. INT. CL. 8. 
ROTKIN/FRIEDMAN ASSOCIATES, 
BROOK, IL: 
1,439,911, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
1,439,912, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
ROUX LABORATORIES, INC., JACKSONVILLE, FL, 
HOUSE OF WESTMORE, INC., NEWBURGH, NY: 
972,009. REN. 11-24—-93. U.S. CL. 51 (INT. CL. 3). 
ROUX LABORATORIES, INC., JACKSONVILLE, FL: 
1,439,739, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
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ROVENTA-HENEX S.A. FABRIQUE D’HORLOGERIE, 
BIENNE, SWITZERLAND: 


1,439,901, CANC. INT. CL. 14. 


ROY GRAPHIC HOUSE AB, S-422 46 HISINGS BACKA, 
SWEDEN: 


1,815,303, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 7 AND 9. 
ROYAL DOULTON (UK) LIMITED, STOKE-ON-TRENT, 


STAFFORDSHIRE, GB3, GREAT BRITAIN, DOULTON 
& CO., LIMITED, LONDON S.E.1, ENGLAND: 


580,990. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 30 (INT. CL. 21). 
ROYAL QUALITY FOODS, INC., BALTIMORE, MD: 
1,815,053, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 29. 
RTJ CONSULTING, ROSEVILLE, CA: 
1,815,283, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
RUBBERMAID INCORPORATED, WOOSTER, OH: 
1,814,843, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
RUETGERSWERKE AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT, FRANK- 
FURT/MAIN, FED REP GERMANY: 
1,439,942, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
RUSS BERRIE AND COMPANY, INC., OAKLAND, NJ: 
1,439,979, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
RUTH U. FERTEL, INC., NEW ORLEANS, LA: 
1,815,584, INT. CL. 42. 
RYNO SYSTEMS, INC., BIRMINGHAM, AL: 
1,439,975, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 


S & T WHOLESALE HARDWARE, INC., LOUISVILLE, 
KY: 


1,440,142, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 35 
AND 42. 

S N’ S SHOPS, INC., ST. AUGUSTINE, FL: 
1,440,268, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 

S. T. DUPONT, PARIS, FRANCE: 
1,439,903, CANC. INT. CL. 14. 

S.B. THOMAS, INC., TOTOWA, NJ: 
1,440,094, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 

S.B.S. CORPORATION, ROCHESTER, MI: 
1,439,878, CANC. INT. CL. 11. 

S.C. JOHNSON & SON, INC., RACINE, WI: 
1,439,727, CANC. INT. CL. 2. 


S&M HUMAN PERFORMANCE PRODUCTS, 
DENVER, CO: 


1,815,040, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
SAILWORKS, INC., THE, HOOD RIVER, OR: 
1,665,882, AM. INT. CL. 22. 
SAINT GERMAIN FOUNDATION, SCHAUMBURG, IL: 
1,815,197, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 


SAN ANGELO ELECTRIC SERVICE COMPANY, SAN 
ANGELO, TX: 


974,865. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 21 (INT. CL. 9). 
SAN ANTONIO SHOE, INC., SAN ANTONIO, TX: 
1,815,441, INT. CL. 25. 
SAN JOSE SHARKS, SAN JOSE, CA: 
1,815,509, INT. CL. 41. 
1,815,510, INT. CL. 41. 
SANCHEZ, CANUTO, JR., SANTA ROSA, NM: 
1,440,287, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
SANDOZ LTD. (SANDOZ A.G.), BASLE, SWITZERLAND, 
NORTHRUP KING & CO., MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
970,452. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 1 (INT. CL. 31). 


SANDOZ PHARMACEUTICALS CORPORATION, E. HAN- 
OVER, NJ: 


1,439,773, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
1,439,774, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
1,439,775, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
SANDUSKY VINYL PRODUCTS CORPORATION, SAN- 


DUSKY, OH, CHRYSLER PLASTIC PRODUCTS CORPO- 
RATION, SANDUSKY, OH: 


946,547. REN. 11-22-93. MULTIPLE CLASS, U.S. CLS. 1 
(INT. CL. 17), 12 (INT. CL. 17) AND 35 (INT. CL. 17). 
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SANWA BANK CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,815,135, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
SARA LEE CORPORATION, WINSTON-SALEM, NC: 
1,815,011, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
SARAMAR CORPORATION, DOVER, DE: 
1,815,050, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 29. 
SAZERAC CO., INC., NEW ORLEANS, LA: 
1,440,346, CANC. INT. CL. 33. 
SCALAMANDRE SILKS, INC., LONG ISLAND CITY, NY, 
DBA SCALAMANDRE: 
1,815,548, INT. CL. 16. 
SCHEIFLER, EMIL D., NATICK, MA: 
1,815,025, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
1,815,026, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
SCHERING CORPORATION, KENILWORTH, NJ: 
1,439,855, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
SCHLUMBERGER INDUSTRIES, INC., ATLANTA, GA: 
1,814,788, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
SCHNEIDER (EUROPE) AG, BULACH, SWITZERLAND: 
1,814,809, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
SCHNUCK MARKETS, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO: 
1,814,673, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 5, 41 AND 42. 
1,815,073, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 32. 
SCHRAMM, INC., WEST CHESTER, PA: 
577,190. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 23 (INT. CL. 7). 
SCHULLER INTERNATIONAL, INC., DENVER, CO: 
1,815,427, INT. CL. 19. 
SCHUYLER, JOHN R., AURORA, CO: 
1,815,207, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
SCLAVO S.P.A., 53100 SIENA, ITALY: 
1,814,616, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 1 AND 5. 
SCOTCH MAID, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,992, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
SCOTT PAPER COMPANY, DELAWARE COUNTY, PA: 
1,814,962, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 21. 
SCP COMMUNICATIONS, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,896, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
1,814,897, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
SEA SLED, INC., WEST HAVEN, CT: 
1,439,891, CANC. INT. CL. 12. 
SEA STRIKER, INC., MOREHEAD CITY, NC: 
1,815,042, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
SEAMLESS GUTTER CORPORATION, LOMBARD, IL: 
1,814,692, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
SEASIDE TOWN CENTER, PORTLAND, OR: 
1,815,569, INT. CL. 36. 
SECURE TITLE, INC., PALM HARBOR, FL: 
1,815,129, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
SELIG SEALING PRODUCTS, INC., FORREST, IL: 
1,439,816, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 6, 17 
AND 20. 
SELLE ITALIA S.R.L., 36028 ROSSANO VENETO (VI- 
CENZA), ITALY: 
1,814,842, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
SENSO UNICO, INC., PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,814,970, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
SERENADE FOODS, INC., MILFORD, IN: 
976,018. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 
SERON MANUFACTURING COMPANY, JOLIET, IL, 
SERON MFG. CO., JOLIET, IL: 
969,961. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 7 (INT. CL. 22). 
SERVICE TODAY, INC., KANSAS CITY, MO: 
1,815,573, INT. CL. 37. 
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SES NEDERLAND B.V., 7671 EA VRIEZENVEEN, NETH- 
ERLANDS: 


1,815,017, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
SETON HEALTHCARE GROUP PLC, OLDHAM OL! 3HS, 
UNITED KINGDOM: 
1,814,671, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 5 AND 10. 
SHADOW HILL CORP., SANTA MONICA, CA: 
1,689,650, COR. INT. CL. 41. 


SHAW, JAMES G., CUPERTINO, CA, DBA SHAW RE- 
SOURCES: 


1,815,094, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 


SHEFFIELD PLATE POLISH COMPANY, 
YORK, NY: 


1,439,750, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
SHELBY GROUP INTERNATIONAL, INC., MEMPHIS, TN: 
1,814,792, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
SHEPHER CORPORATION, CHATSWORTH, CA: 
1,814,949, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
SHERWOOD MEDICAL INDUSTRIES INC., ST. LOUIS, 
MO: 
972,341. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 26 (INT. CL. 9). 
SHOE CITY, INC., MONTGOMERY, AL: 
1,440,289, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
SHOE DOCTOR, INGLEWOOD, CA: 
1,815,312, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 3, 21 AND 37. 
SIEPSER, STEVEN, WEST CHESTER, PA: 
1,814,806, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 


SIGNAL HILL COMMUNICATIONS, L.P., DAVENPORT, 
IA: 


1,440,203, CANC. INT. CL. 38. 
SIMA PRODUCTS CORPORATION, SKOKIE, IL: 
1,815,384, INT. CL. 9. 
SIMEX, AUSSENHANDELSGESELLSCHAFT SAVELS- 
BERG KG, D-5170 JULICH, FED REP GERMANY: 
1,815,075, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 33. 
SIMON & SCHUSTER, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,893, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
SIMPSON STRONG-TIE CO., INC., SAN LEANDRO, CA: 
1,814,942, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 19. 
SIOUX CITY FOUNDRY COMPANY, SIOUX CITY, IA: 
1,814,700, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
SKILLMASTER, INC., LAKE ZURICH, IL: 
1,815,188, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
SKITRONIC LTD., HONG KONG: 
1,440,317, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
SLAVITT, JEROME A., BALTIMORE, MD, DBA SNAP- 
STRAPS/USA: 
1,440,318, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 
SLING SHACKLE, INC., CANBY, OR: 
1,815,332, INT. CL. 6. 
SMART WOMEN ABOUT...MONEY, INC., SEATTLE, WA: 
1,815,182, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
SMC TECHNOLOGIES, INC., MIDWEST CITY, OK: 
1,814,621, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 1. 
SMITH, LYNN H., GUNTER, TX: 
1,815,426, INT. CL. 19. 
SMITHKLINE BEECHAM CORPORATION, PHILADEL- 
PHIA, PA: 
1,814,678, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,814,689, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,815,580, INT. CL. 42. 
SNYDER MARKETING GROUP, INC., HAGERSTOWN, 
MD: 
1,815,302, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 6, 16, 18 AND 
25. 
SOCIETE DE PRODUITS BIOCHIMIQUES BIOPROX, 
PARIS, FRANCE: 
1,439,700, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
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SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE S.A., VEVEY, SWIT- 
ZERLAND: 


1,440,095, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
SOCIETE DES PRODUITS NESTLE, S.A. CH-1800 
VEVEY, SWITZERLAND: 
1,815,470, INT. CL. 29. 
SOCIETE NATIONALE ELF AQUITAINE, 92400 COURBE- 
VOIE, FRANCE: 
1,814,652, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 4. 
SOCIETE VEUVE PAUL BUR, REIMS, FRANCE: 
1,440,126, CANC. INT. CL. 33. 
SOCIETY OF THE SACRED HEART, UNITED STATES 


PROVINCE, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO, DBA NETWORK OF 
SACRED HEART SCHOOLS: 


1,814,898, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
SOFTWARE RESOURCES, INC., NAPERVILLE, IL: 
1,440,358, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
SOGENOR, 50890 CONDE-SUR-VIRE, FRANCE: 
1,815,048, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 29 AND 30. 
SOLOY CORPORATION, OLYMPIA, WA: 
1,814,730, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
1,814,801, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
SOLVAY DUPHAR B.V., WEESP, NETHERLANDS: 
1,814,674, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
1,814,675, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 
SOLVAY ENZYMES, INC., ELKHART, IN, MILES LAB- 
ORATORIES, INC., ELKHART, IN: 
979,237. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 6 (INT. CL. 1). 
SOMEDIC SALES AB, S-123 42 FARSTA, SWEDEN: 
1,814,804, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
SORENSEN, KAREN P., TUSTIN, CA: 
1,814,917, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA GAS COMPANY, LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA: 
1,814,650, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 4. 
SOUTHERN NEW ENGLAND TELEPHONE COMPANY, 
THE, NEW HAVEN, CT: 
1,815,489, INT. CL. 35. 
SOUTHERN STATES COOPERATIVE, INCORPORATED, 
RICHMOND, VA: 
1,815,294, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
SOUTHLAND CORPORATION, THE, DALLAS, TX, DBA 
MOVIEQUIK SYSTEMS: 
1,440,238, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY, ST. 
LOUIS, MO: 
1,815,107, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
1,815,212, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
SPALDING & EVENFLO COMPANIES, INC., TAMPA, FL: 
1,439,997, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 
SPAN PUBLISHING, INC., STEVENS POINT, WI: 
1,732,940, COR. INT. CL. 16. 
SPATIAL DYNAMICS, INC., BAKER CITY, OR: 
1,814,756, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
SPC CENTER INC. LOS ANGELES, CULVER CITY, CA: 
1,440,326, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
SPEAK-A-TAG, INC., CHATTANOOGA, TN: 
1,815,378, INT. CL. 9. 
SPENCO MEDICAL CORPORATION, WACO, TX: 
1,814,824, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
SPIEGEL, INC., DOWNERS GROVE, IL: 
1,815,447, INT. CL. 25. 
SPRINGS INDUSTRIES, INC., FORT MILL, SC: 
1,815,249, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,437, INT. CL. 24. 
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SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY L.P., KANSAS 
CITY, MO FROM US SPRINT COMMUNICATIONS 
COMPANY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP, KANSAS CITY, 
MO: 

1,815,499, INT. CL. 38. 
SPRUCE TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, LINCROFT, NJ: 
1,439,828, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 

SQUIRES, ROBERT M., MCCLELLANVILLE, SC, DBA 

THE R. M. SQUIRES COMPANY: 
1,815,586, INT. CL. 42. 

STAMFORD SUPERIOR DRUG COMPANY, STAMFORD, 
CT: 

1,440,320, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 

STAMM, RICHARD A., JR., BROWNSTOWN, PA: 

1,815,080, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 35, 41 AND 42. 
STANBEL, INC., ST. LEONARD, QUEBEC, CANADA: 
1,705,067, COR. INT. CL. 22. 
STANLEY WORKS, THE, NEW BRITAIN, CT: 
1,814,630, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 3, 7, 8, 9, 12, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21 AND 22. 
STANTON INDUSTRIES, INC., TUALATIN, OR: 
1,815,429, INT. CL. 20. 
STAR SEED, INC., OSBORNE, KS: 
1,814,617, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
CLS. 1 AND 31. 
STEINBERG, JANEE D., DR., LAUDERDALE LAKES, FL: 
1,439,787, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 


STERLING FINANCIAL SERVICE, LTD., GARDEN CITY, 
NY: 


1,815,115, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 36. 
STERLING WINTHROP INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,433, INT. CL. 21. 
STEVENS, ALEC MARTIN, GATTON, QUEENSLAND, 
4343, AUSTRALIA: 
1,814,708, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
STONE, DONALD, OCEAN CITY, MD: 
1,815,035, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 


STORK SCREENS B.V., 5831 AT BOXMEER, NETHER- 
LANDS: 


1,815,524, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 7 AND 9. 
STRATIS, ZACHARY, BOSTON, MA: 
1,815,175, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
STRAWBRIDGE & CLOTHIER, PHILADELPHIA, PA: 
1,440,030, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
STREAMLINE INDUSTRIES, INC., GARDEN CITY, NY: 
1,815,013, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 26. 
STULL CLOSURE TECHNOLOGIES, INC., RANDOLPH, 
NJ: 
1,815,432, INT. CL. 21. 
SULCER, GAYLA MAE, LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,814,976, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
SUNDSTRAND CORPORATION, ROCKFORD, IL: 
1,439,842, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
1,439,843, CANC. INT. CL. 9. 
SUNMARK, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO, DBA SUNLINE 
BRANDS: 
1,440,114, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
SUNTAMER CO., TALLAHASSEE, FL: 
1,439,747, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
SUPERCONDUCTIVITY, INC., MIDDLETON, WI: 
1,714,603, COR. INT. CL. 9. 
SUPERMAX HARDWEAR, INC., LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,815,006, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
SURFACE COMBUSTION, INC., MAUMEE, OH: 
1,814,837, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 11. 


SWEE HENG MANUFACTURING CO. PTE LTD., SINGA- 
PORE: 


1,815,413, INT. CL. 14. 
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SWEET ADELINES INTERNATIONAL CORPORATION, 
TULSA, OK, SWEET ADELINES, INC., TULSA, OK: 
952,943. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 200. 
SWEET STREET DESSERTS, INC., READING, PA: 
1,815,473, INT. CL. 30. 
SWEET VICTORY, INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,440,103, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
SWEET-ORR & CO., INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
970,813. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 39 (INT. CL. 25). 
SWETECH INCORPORATED, LUBBOCK, TX: 
1,814,618, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 1. 
SWFTE INTERNATIONAL, INC., HOCKESSIN, DE: 
1,815,374, INT. CL. 9. 
SWINGER, CASIMIR A., NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,439, INT. CL. 25. 
SYSTECH DISPLAYS, INC., LYNWOOD, CA: 
1,439,705, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
SYSTEM INNOVATIONS, INC., FREDERICKSBURG, VA: 
1,815,495, INT. CL. 37. 
SZABO, ROBERT JAMES, TORRINGTON, CT: 
1,815,209, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
SZERAC COMPANY, INC., NEW ORLEANS, LA, DOING 
BUSINESS AS MURRAY BAY TRADING CO.:: 
979,558. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 49 (INT. CL. 33). 
S09 TRAVEL, INC., CORTE MADERA, CA: 
1,815,156, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 39. 
TABLE BLUFF BREWING, INC., EUREKA, CA, DBA 
LOST COAST BREWERY & CAFE: 
1,815,070, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 32. 
TAHARI, ELIE, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,814,977, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
TANEL CORPORATION, MILWAUKEE, WI: 
1,815,444, INT. CL. 25. 
TANNER, GEORGE EDWARD, JR., ATLANTA, GA, DBA 
CRUIS-O-MATIC: 
1,440,239, CANC. INT. CL. 41. 
TAYLOR MANUFACTURING, INC., ELIZABETHTOWN, 
NC: 
1,814,853, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 12. 
TBC CORPORATION, MEMPHIS, TN: 
1,815,411, INT. CL. 12. 
TEAC CORPORATION, TOKYO, JAPAN: 
1,815,372, INT. CL. 9. 
TEKNA, INC., BELMONT, CA: 
1,439,825, CANC. INT. CL. 8. 
TELEBIT CORPORATION, SUNNYVALE, CA: 
1,814,791, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
TELEKEY, INC., ATLANTA, GA: 
1,815,500, INT. CL. 38. 
TELONICS INC., MESA, AZ: 
1,814,763, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
TEMCO HOME HEALTH CARE PRODUCTS, INC., PAS- 
SAIC, NJ: 
1,439,876, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 
TENNESSEE RIVER VALLEY KNIFE ASSOCIATION, 
INC., CHATTANOOGA, TN: 
1,815,340, INT. CL. 8. 
TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY, COLLEGE STATION, TX: 
1,815,106, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 35. 
TEXAS STATE SOCIETY OF WASHINGTON, D.C., THE, 
WASHINGTON, DC: 
1,815,242, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
TEXOIL COMPANY, HOUSTON, TX: 
1,815,241, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
TEXOLIT CHEMIEPRODUKTE GMBH, MONHEIM, FED 
REP GERMANY: 
1,439,726, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
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TEXTURED COATINGS OF AMERICA, INC., LOS ANGE- 
LES, CA: 


970,435. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 16 (INT. CL. 2). 
THAT'S ALL SHE STAMPED, LTD., COCOA BEACH, FL: 
1,814,927, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
THERMO-CYCLER INDUSTRIES, INC., LAPORTE, IN: 
1,815,402, INT. CL. 11. 


THOSE CHARACTERS FROM CLEVELAND, 
CLEVELAND, OH: 


1,440,048, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,054, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,055, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
THREE D TOYS, INC., MIDDLETOWN, OH: 
1,440,062, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 


TIMBUKTU TRADING LTD., TORONTO, ONTARIO, 
CANADA: 


1,815,211, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
TIME MACHINE, INC., THE, LAWRENCE, KS: 
1,814,903, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
TINY EXPECTATIONS, INC., BATON ROUGE, LA: 
1,440,164, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
TITAN CORPORATION, THE, SAN DIEGO, CA: 
1,814,752, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 9 AND 42. 
TOFUTTI BRANDS INC., RAHWAY, NJ: 
1,440,117, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 


TOLA DIAMONDS AND JEWELRY, 
LITTLE ROCK, AR: 


1,814,865, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 14. 
TONKA CORPORATION, PAWTUCKET, RI: 
1,815,466, INT. CL. 28. 
TOPCO ASSOCIATES, INC., SKOKIE, IL: 
972,132. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 2 (INT. CL. 16). 
TORO COMPANY, THE, MINNEAPOLIS, MN: 
1,815,337, INT. CL. 7. 
TOTAL PETROLEUM, INC., DENVER, CO, VICKERS PE- 
TROLEUM CORPORATION, WICHITA, KS: 
963,915. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 15 (INT. CL. 4). 
TOUCHFAX INFORMATION SYSTEMS, INC., LENEXA, 
KS: 
1,815,345, INT. CL. 9. 
TOYOTA JIDOSHA KABUSHIKI KAISHA, AICHI-KEN, 
JAPAN, TA TOYOTA MOTOR CORPORATION: 
1,814,753, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
TRAIL BLAZERS INC., PORTLAND, OR: 
1,815,000, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
TRANSNUCLEAR, INC., HAWTHORNE, NY: 
934,690. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 105 (INT. CL. 39). 
TREE TOP, INC., SELAH, WA: 
968,945. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CLS. 29, 30, 32 
AND 33). 
TREND ENTERPRISES, INC., NEW BRIGHTON, MN: 
1,815,029, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
TRENDS CLOTHING CORP., HIALEAH GARDENS, FL: 
1,814,979, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
TRENDSITIONS STRATEGY MANAGEMENT INC. 
WEST VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLUMBIA, CANADA: 
1,457,401, CANC. INT. CL. 35. 
TRI-STATE INDUSTRIAL SUPPLY CO., WHEELING, WV, 
DBA GLEN X. INDUSTRIES: 
1,439,895, CANC. INT. CL. 12. 


TRIDON LIMITED, BURLINGTON, ONTARIO, L7R 4A2, 
CANADA: 


958,899. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 21 (INT. CL. 9). 
TRIFFIX ENTERTAINMENT INC., MONTREAL, 
QUEBEC, CANADA: 
1,815,018, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 


TRIOPELL S.R.L., 28021 BORGOMANERO (NOVARA), 
ITALY: 


1,814,936, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 18, 24 AND 25. 


INC., 


INC., NORTH 


U.S. PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 


TRIPAR INCORPORATED, STAMFORD, CT: 
1,440,137, CANC. INT. CL. 34. 
TRIUMPH INTERNATIONAL, INC., LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,439,743, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
1,439,785, CANC. INT. CL. 5. 
1,439,980, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
1,439,994, CANC. INT. CL. 21. 
1,440,049, CANC. INT. CL. 28. 
1,440,096, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
TROMLEY INDUSTRIAL HOLDINGS, INC., TUALATIN, 
OR: 
1,814,712, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
TRUMPF-BLUSEN-KLEIDER WALTER GIRGNER GMBH 
& CO. KG, D-8000 MUENCHEN 90, FED REP GERMA- 
NY: 
1,814,981, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 
TRUSTEES OF BOSTON UNIVERSITY, BOSTON, MA: 
1,814,883, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
TRUSTEES OF THE SESSIONS GROUP, THE, COLUM- 
BUS, OH: 
1,815,572, INT. CL. 36. 
TSR, INC., LAKE GENEVA, WI: 
1,815,460, INT. CL. 28. 
1,815,467, INT. CL. 28. 
TUCKASEIGEE MILLS, INC., BRYSON CITY, NC: 
1,815,166, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 40. 
TURNER HALL CORPORATION, JERICHO, NY: 
1,439,735, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
TURTLE WAX, INC., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,439,715, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 1 AND 
3. 
1,439,745, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
TV ANSWER, INC., RESTON, VA: 
1,815,085, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
CLS. 35 AND 38. 
TY MAWR CLASSICS, MARTINSVILLE, VA: 
1,814,968, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 24. 
U.S. GENERATING COMPANY, BETHESDA, MD: 
1,815,088, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, 
CLS. 35 AND 37. 
1,815,089, PUB. 10-12-1993. 
CLS. 35 AND 37. 
1,815,090, PUB. 10-12-1993. 
CLS. 35 AND 37. 
1,815,091, PUB. 10-12-1993. 
CLS. 35 AND 37. 
U.S. NEWSLITE, INC., SIERRA VISTA, AZ: 
1,815,420, INT. CL. 16. 
U-MEI ART STUDIO, INC., FRESH MEADOWS, NY: 
1,814,920, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
UNION CAMP CORPORATION, WAYNE, NJ, W.C. HAR- 
DESTY CO., INC., NEW YORK, NY: 
580,811. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 6 (INT. CL. 1). 
UNISURGE, INCORPORATED, CUPERTINO, CA: 
1,814,819, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
UNISYS CORPORATION, BLUE BELL, PA: 
1,815,217, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
UNITED BANK CLUB ASSOCIATION, INC., NORMAN, 
OK, DBA UNITED BANK SERVICES: 
1,815,502, INT. CL. 39. 
UNITED CUTLERY CORPORATION, SEVIERVILLE, TN: 
1,814,733, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 8. 
UNITED DOMINION INDUSTRIES, INC., CHARLOTTE, 
NC: 
1,815,331, INT. CL. 6. 
UNITED GILSONITE LABORATORIES, SCRANTON, PA: 
972,712. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 12 (INT. CL. 17). 


MULTIPLE CLASS, 
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UNITED PACIFIC APPAREL (USA), INC., NEW YORK, 
NY: 


1,815,009, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 25. 


UNITED RESEARCH LABORATORIES, 
LEM, PA: 


1,814,666, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 5. 


UNITED STATES ORGANIC FERTO CORP., SPANISH 
FORK, UT: 


1,439,718, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 


UNITED STATES PRINTING INK CORPORATION, EAST 
RUTHERFORD, NJ: 


1,814,624, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 2. 
UPJOHN COMPANY, THE, KALAMAZOO, MI: 
1,815,386, INT. CL. 10. 
UTI CORPORATION, COLLEGEVILLE, PA: 
1,375,531, COR. INT. CL. 9. 
Vv. KANN RASMUSSEN 
SOBORG, DENMARK: 
1,814,706, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 
V.F. CORPORATION, WYOMISSING, PA: 
1,815,443, INT. CL. 25. 
VAC-AIR, INC., MILWAUKEE, WI: 
1,814,718, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
VAN DEN BERGH FOODS, INC., WILMINGTON, 
OHIO BUTTERINE CO., THE, CINCINNATI, OH: 
94,023. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 


VAN DEN BERGH FOODS, INC., WILMINGTON, DE, 
LEVER BROTHERS COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY: 


971,988. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 46 (INT. CL. 29). 
VAN HOECKS, iNC., GRAND RAPIDS, MI: 
1,815,263, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
1,815,264, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
VAN VOORHIS, JOHN DANIEL, SAN JOSE, CA: 
1,815,227, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
VASCULAR SURGERY, INC., INDIANAPOLIS, IN: 
1,440,353, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
VASSA INTERNATIONAL, LTD., CHICAGO, IL: 
1,440,256, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 


VERMONT AMERICAN CORPORATION, LOUISVILLE, 
KY: 


1,814,713, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
VERSA PRODUCTS COMPANY, INC., PARAMUS, NJ: 
974,800. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 13 (INT. CL. 6). 
VICTOR OOLITIC STONE COMPANY, BLOOMINGTON, 
IN: 
586,881. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 1 (INT. CL. 19). 


VIDEO DUPLICATION SERVICES, INC., COLUMBUS, 
OH: 


1,815,308, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 40 AND 42. 
VIDEO STORE SHOPPER, THE, LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,440,322, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
VILLAGE IMPORTED CARS, INC., BEL AIR, MD: 
1,815,247, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
VIP FOODS, INC., TULSA, OK: 
1,679,556, COR. INT. CL. 29. 
1,694,652, COR. INT. CL. 29. 
VITA ZAHNFABRINK H. RAUTER GMBH & CO. KG, 
D-7880 BAD SACKINGEN, FED REP GERMANY, VITA- 


ZAHNFABRIK H. RAUTER O. H. G., ESSEN, FED REP 
GERMANY: 


584,880. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 44 (INT. CL. 10). 


VITAL INFORMATION CARD INC., TORONTO, ONTAR- 
10, CANADA: 


1,439,832, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 9 AND 
42. 
VIVIANNA PRODUCTIONS, EL DORADO HILLS, CA: 
1,815,576, INT. CL. 41. 
VIVITAR CORPORATION, CHATSWORTH, CA: 
1,814,740, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
VOICE POWERED TECHNOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, 
INC., CANOGA PARK, CA: 
1,815,361, INT. CL. 9. 
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VOICE-TEL ENTERPRISES, INC., CLEVELAND, OH: 
1,815,226, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
VOLLRATH COMPANY, THE, SHEBOYGAN, WI: 
1,814,961, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 21. 
VULCANIUM CORPORATION, NORTHBROOK, IL: 
1,815,165, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 40. 
W. L. GORE & ASSOCIATES, INC., NEWARK, DE: 
1,814,728, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 7. 
W.C. BRADLEY COMPANY, INC., COLUMBUS, GA: 
1,815,246, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
W.C. HERAEUS GMBH, HANAU (MAIN), FED REP GER- 
MANY: 
1,439,706, CANC. INT. CL. 1. 
W.E. LONG CO.-INDEPENDENT BAKERS’ COOPERA- 
TIVE, THE, CHICAGO, IL: 
1,440,109, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
1,440,110, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
1,440,111, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
W.J. DENNIS & COMPANY, ELGIN, IL: 
1,439,940, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
1,439,941, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
WALKER, FELTON S., GRANADA HILLS, CA: 
1,814,815, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
WALT DISNEY COMPANY, THE, BURBANK, CA: 
1,814,948, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 20. 
WARNER-LAMBERT COMPANY, MORRIS PLAINS, NJ: 
1,439,753, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
WARREN REPORT, LTD., PROVO, UT: 
1,439,926, CANC. INT. CL. 16. 
WASCO PRODUCTS, INC., SANFORD, ME: 
978,399. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 12 (INT. CL. 19). 
WASTE WATER SYSTEMS, INC., LILBURN, GA: 
1,815,300, MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 9 AND 11. 
WASTE-TECH SERVICES, INC., GOLDEN, CO: 
1,814,831, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 11, 37, 40 AND 42. 
WATT, RICHARD L., WESTLAKE VILLAGE, CA: 
1,815,186, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
WAWD INC., LOS ANGELES, CA: 
1,439,892, CANC. INT. CL. 12. 
WE SUIT AMERICA, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO: 
1,815,213, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
WEATHERFORD, FRED, HYATTSVILLE, MD, DBA 
WEATHERFORD ENTERPRISES: 
1,815,036, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 28. 
WEETABIX COMPANY, INC., THE, CLINTON, MA: 
1,815,563, INT. CL. 30. 
WEIRS SPORTS CENTER, INC., THE, WEIRS BEACH, 
NH: 
1,815,195, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 41. 
WELD MOLD COMPANY, BRIGHTON, MI: 
970,745. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 34 (INT. CL. 1). 
WELDING COMPANY OF AMERICA, FRANKLIN PARK, 
IL: 
972,089. REN. 11-24-93. U.S. CL. 103 (INT. CL. 37). 
WELFIA MARKETING, ABSATZKOORDINATION, 
HANDEL MIT LEBENSMITTELN, BAU-, BAUBE- 


TREUUNGS- UND IMMOBILIEN-VERMITTLUNGSGES, 
MBH, MUNCHEN, FED REP GERMANY: 


1,440,074, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. CLS. 29 
AND 31. 
WELLFLEET, INC., GREENWICH, CT: 
1,439,742, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
WELLNESS DEVELOPMENT, LTD., RENO, NV: 
1,815,516, INT. CL. 42. 
WEST BEND COMPANY, THE, WEST BEND, WI: 
1,815,396, INT. CL. 11. 
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WESTERN STATES ENVELOPE COMPANY, BUTLER, 
WI: 


1,814,929, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
1,814,930, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
WHITE KNIGHT HEALTHCARE, INC., ASHEVILLE, NC: 
1,814,822, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
WHITWORTH, TED N., ROYSE CITY, TX: 
1,815,393, INT. CL. 10. 


WILEN COMPANIES, INCORPORATED, THE, ATLANTA, 
GA: 


1,815,434, INT. CL. 21 
WILLIAMS & HUMBERT LIMITED, CADIZ, SPAIN, WIL- 
LIAMS & HUMBERT, LONDON, ENGLAND: 
307,304. REN. 11-22-93. U.S. CL. 47 (INT. CL. 33). 
WINDER, JOHN A., SYLVANIA, OH, DBA INSTITUTE 


FOR THE CONSUMMATION OF KNOWLEDGE AND 
EDUCATION: 


1,815,346, INT. CL. 9 
WINDMERE CORPORATION, MIAMI LAKES, FL: 
1,815,369, INT. CL. 9. 
WIRE ROPE CORPORATION OF AMERICA, INCORPO- 
RATED, ST. JOSEPH, MO, DBA WIRECO: 
1,814,697, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 6. 


WISCONSIN DENTAL ASSOCIATION, 
KEE, WI: 


1,815,252, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 

WOLFF INDUSTRIES, INC., SPARTANBURG, SC 
1,815,532, INT. CL. 8. 

WONDERMAID, INC., ST. LOUIS, MO: 
1,440,037, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 

WOOSTER BRUSH COMPANY, THE, WOOSTER, OH: 
581,474. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 29 (INT. CL. 16). 


WOOSUNG INDUSTRIAL CO., LTD., SEOUL, REPUBLIC 
OF KOREA: 


1,815,408, INT. CL. 12. 
WORLD OF POPCORN, INC., ROCKFORD, IL: 
1,440,104, CANC. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
AND 31. 
WPM, INC., WATERBURY, CT: 
1,815,236, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 42. 
WRIGHT, PAUL, QUEENSLAND, AUSTRALIA: 
1,440,031, CANC. INT. CL. 25. 
WRISCO INDUSTRIES INC., BROADVIEW HEIGHTS, OH: 
1,439,949, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
1,439,950, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
1,439,951, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
1,439,952, CANC. INT. CL. 17. 
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WRITEPRO CORPORATION, THE, SCARBOROUGH, NY: 
1,814,783, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
WYKLE RESEARCH, INC., CARSON CITY, NV: 

1,814,811, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
1,814,812, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 10. 
X-RAY CASSETTE REPAIR COMPANY, 

RIVER GROVE, IL: 
1,439,865, CANC. INT. CL. 10. 
XEROX CORPORATION, STAMFORD, CT, HALOID 
COMPANY, THE, ROCHESTER, NY: 
580,296. REN. 11-23-93. U.S. CL. 52 (INT. CL. 3). 
XPOINT CORPORATION, NORCROSS, GA: 
1,814,747, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 9. 
YAMAHA HATSUDOKI KABUSHIKI 
ZUOKA-KEN, JAPAN: 
1,815,409, INT. CL. 12. 
YARD-O-LED PENCIL COMPANY LIMITED, 
ESSEX, IG6 3HP, ENGLAND: 
1,711,583, COR. INT. CL. 16. 
YAZOO MANUFACTURING COMPANY, INC., JACKSON, 
MS: 
1,815,339, INT. CL. 7. 
YKK U.S.A. INC., FLETCHER, NC FROM DIA-COMPE 
U.S.A., INC., FLETCHER, NC: 
1,815,406, INT. CL. 12. 
YONEX KABUSHIKI KAISHA, TOKYO, JAPAN: 
1,815,458, INT. CL. 28. 
YTV CANADA, INC., TORONTO, ONTARIO, M6K 3H3, 
CANADA: 
1,814,980, PUB. 10-12-1993. MULTIPLE CLASS, INT. 
CLS. 25, 38 AND 41. 
ZALOOM MARKETING CORPORATION, HACKENSACK, 
NJ: 
1,440,105, CANC. INT. CL. 30. 
ZEROONE SYSTEMS, INC., SANTA CLARA, CA: 
1,440,295, CANC. INT. CL. 42. 
ZIFF COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, NEW YORK, NY: 
1,815,415, INT. CL. 16. 
ZIMMERMAN, BRUCE G., LAGUNA BEACH, CA: 
1,814,873, PUB. 10-12-1993. INT. CL. 16. 
ZOTOS INTERNATIONAL, INC., DARIEN, CT: 
1,439,732, CANC. INT. CL. 3. 
523810 ONTARIO LIMITED, KITCHENER, ONTARIO, 
CANADA, DBA SCORPIO MARKETING GROUP: 
1,439,976, CANC. INT. CL. 20. 
800 IDEAS, INC., SAN DIEGO, CA: 
1,815,574, INT. CL. 38. 
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